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Art.I. Travels in various Countries of Europe, Afia, and 
Africa. By Edward Daniel Clarke, L.L.D. Part. the 
Second, Greece, Egypt, and thé Holy Land. Seétion the 
Firf.’ 4to. “715 pp. 41. 48. Cadell and Davies. | 


VOLUME of Travels is always:an acceptable: prefent. 
to the public, unlefs theauthor be exceedingly dull, or 
ill informed, or. fufpeéted in pom of veracuy. In this 
there is nothing irrational ;. far if! “‘ the proper fludy of man. 
kind is.man,’’ what.can afford: mare: delight to: thofe who 
read for amufi _ or.thofe who fearch for inftru&ion, 
than a view. of man from his loweft flate: of .degraration, to 
his higheft polifh in civilized life? hisshabits, manners and 
ways of thinking, under all the various formsiof 'Goverament 
and Society, by which one nation is diflinguifhed: from 
another 2: 7 . va. 90 
The author who is able to. pourtray thefe with the hand of 
a mafter,.is entitled to our gratitude, and in this-clefs of 
writers we rank Dr. Clarke; for although we, with many ~« 
others, do not fub{cribe to. his Sturiétures upon Ruffia and 
the Raffians, and though.we may queftion. the propriety of 
feveral obfervations a pofitions im the prefent’ volume ; 
yet his warmeft friends cannot rank him higher than we do, - 
H e 
BRIT. CRIT+ VOLe XL. AUG. 1812. 














98 Clarke’s Travels. Part Il. 


the information he has giver! uf relative to the Coffacks, the 
Circaffians, the Tartars of the Crimea, the country of 
Ciitan,-the iffues Gf the Tanais; and in fhort the whole 
of.his paflage from thence, down the weftern coaft of the 
Euxine, to Conftantinople. In this route, we tread on 
new ground, and are conveyed through regions little exe 
plored by others, and never fo carefully examined, or fo 
ably delineated as by Dr. Clarke in his former volume. 

But in the work before us, we are to attend him from 
Conftentinople in a path trodden by thoufands, and where 
if he ¢an collect’a few gleanings without putting his 
fickle into another man’s harveft, it is the only produce 
he can hope to appropriate.—This he has done, and for this 
we give him ample credit; for we afe not of that faftidious 
{pirit in point of criticifm, as to reduce travels in Afia 
minor, Egypt, and the Holy Land, to a level with an 
excurfion on our gwn continent, or a tour through Great 
Britain. 

When, we recommend therefore the volume before us 
as a work of intrinfic merit, which we do without hefitation, 
we reft affured that Dr. Clarke will allow us to referve to 
ourfelves the right of candid difquifition, where we do not 
accede to his #fatements, or coincide with him in opinion. 


‘This is a privilege, however, which we fhall exert with all 


the refpéét due to a tt.veller whom we place in fo bigh a 
rank, and without that afperity of language which con- 
troverfy too often produces, The invefligation of truth, 
even in matters of mere fpeculation and curiofity, and where 
it is purfued neither for the oftentation of. talents, nor 
from. a Spirit. of contradiétion, is a real pleafure to the 
mind, and an. ufeful exercife of reafon. Thefe are the 
limits which we have prefcribed: to ourfelves; and as our 
purpofe is rather to make-our readers acquainted with the 
work, than to enter into controverfy, ’ e truft to the in- 
dulgence of Dr. Clarke, when we feel ourfelves. obliged to 

deviate from this rule. 7 ue a 
We objeét, for inftance, in the prefent volume, to the 
preface, which is extended to fifteen pages, in order to 
fhow that the Holy Land is the proper term to defignate the 
country vilited by the author, and promifed to the children 
of Lfrael. The accuracy of this expreffion no one would 
have doubted, and as neither the learned or the unlearned 
would have been mifled by the adoption of the term he has 
preferred, no differtation was wanted to prove that the ap- 
plication of « was jut, The names of almott all countries 
are extended oy reflriCled by the yarious ufage of Hiftorians ; 
but 
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but Geo raphy, by the addition of the term preper to the 


name of a territory, reconciles nearly all the mifnomers 
which occur, and obviates difficulties which are too apt 
to annoy the inattentive. Thus Palefline proper is. the 
country of the Philiftines; Phcenicia proper is the coaft of 
Tyre and Sidon; the Holy Land proper is the Land ot 
Promife in its largeft fenfe, as the kingdom was poflefled by 
David and Solomon, This diftin€tion is fo familiar, and 
fo fully fufficient for enabling us to accompany the traveller 
on his route, that the differtation might we!l have been fpared. 
Learned and accurate :as it is, we are not concerned with 
the mutual conquefls or encroachments of bordering tribes, 
nor with the arbitrary limits affigned to the feveral countries 
by ancient or modern geographers.. At Acre and in its im- 
mediate vicinity, was the only fpot where Dr. Clarke did not 
fet his foot on the Land of promife. ‘The Land of promife 
and the Holy Land are fynonymous*, and the boundary 
between that and Acre is the only limit with which we are 
concerned, 

The volume now opens with the obfervations made by 
the author during his refidence at Conftantinople ; and here 
the firft objet offered to our aftonifhment is, not merely. an 
introduétion to the Seraglio in the fuite of an embaffador, 
which is all that travellers in general have to boait ;—but an 
irruption into the a€tual Haram of the Sultan, and a defcrip- 
tion of the prifon-houfe of the Sultanas. 
| We are not readers of that fceptical clafs who doubt of 
every extraordinary circumflance occurring in the nar- 
ative of a traveller; and we fhould be afhamed to quellion 
the veracity of fuch a traveller as Dr. Clarke; but we muft 
fay that the hazarding of his life, for the gratification of his 
own. curiofity, or the embellifhment of his work, is a proof 
of intrepidity bey@md all ordinary prefumption ; and fuch, 
as neither the courage or the vanity of Bruce ever pave. 
But we have here a defeription of the gardens ;—the Kiofk, 
or fummer apartment of the grand Seignior himfell; the 
fummer apartments of the women, throughout their whole 
range ;——the chamber of the garden of Hyacinths, which 
may be flyled the Cabinet of the Sultan,—all detailed with 
fuch a minute varicty of circumftances, that it is next to 


impoflible to withhold our affent from the truth of the de- 
lineation. 





* Generally, but not /fri@ly, as the Ifraelites never obiained 
all that wes promifed them; not becaufe the promife failed, but 
becaufe they did not comply with the conditions of it. 
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We with not to detra& an/atém from the correftnefs of 
the narrative, but with the ideas we have received of the 
jesloufy of an oriental Sultan, it is matter of aftonifhment 
that a German gardener fhould have the means of introducin 
an European flranger, into fuch a palace of feclufion, even 
if he were an eunuch; or that he fhould have the courage, 
however bribed, to employ thefe means at the hazard of his 
life ;—and this, while the Boft:nghis or inferior gardeners 
are reprefented as fitting within the portal of his lodge. 

We do not wonder at the hefitation of M. Preux (a French 
artit whom Dr, C. carried with him to take fketches 
within the walls) to become one of the party on this occa; 
fion; but Jament that thefe fketches never came into Dr. 
C’s hands, fince. they would equally have contributed to 
eftablith the veracity of the author, and to gratify the curiofity 
of his readers. But the mention of the artift’s name is a 
guarantee for the confcious integrity of Dr, Clarke; he 
would haye introduced no other perfon into his narrative, 
unlefs he had been fearlefs of contradiétion. 

Such an adventure could not have been accomplifhed 
without the concurrence of fome fortunate efcapes ; for the 
great door of the quadrangle, by which they entered into the 
fummer refidence of the Sultanas, was, locked, while the 
party was ‘urveying the apartments in the interior; this 
difficulty was furmounted by forcing the lock with a flone, 
and the noife drowned by the obflreperoufnefs of a flock of 
gece. Neither was the danger lefs while they were viewing, 
through the windows, the chamber of the garden of hy. 
acinths: ‘or a black eunuch entered the room, though for. 
tunately his attention was diverted from the windows ;—be- 
low the fill of which the party immediately dropped, and 
efcaped obfervation. ! y 

We cin harily refle& on thefe cirgumflances without 
fhuddering, tor difcovery would have Been attended with 
inflant desth to the whole party ; and though the temerity of 
Dr. C. efcaped unpunifhed, we cainot help trembling for 
the fate of the German gardener, if this work fhould ever 
reach Co ftantinople, and fall into the hands of a French 
agent on the {pot. 

Suppofe a {pirit as prying, and alert as Sebaftiani to get 
hold of this volume ; would he not immediately apply to the 
reis effendi, and fuggeftto him that his Sultan’s moft facred 
retirement was expoled, and betrayed by his German gar- 
dener ? that che Englith were a bufy, inquifitive people, pene- 
trating into the receffes of the Haram: and perhaps in an un- 
guarded moment enabled to approach his perfon, fora wicked . 


pur- 
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‘purpofe ?’ Surely this is no wnreafonable furmife ;and if 
the difcovery were atually communicated, nothing more 
Jikely than this to render the Englifh odious to the fovereign 
and-his people at the feat of governmeit, and to operate 
againft their interefts throughout the Levant. 

We fhall not particularize the remaining obfervations 
made by the author during his refidence in the capital ; there 
is novelty in‘many of ‘them, ‘and good fenfe in all; but we 
will now follow hith down the canal of Conftantinople, - 
atrofs the fea of Marmora and into the ftraits of the Hellef. 

ont; and as he made hittle‘ftay any where, till he came to 
the Troad, “we fhall notice nothing till his arrival there, ex. 
cept that a degree of credibility accrues to the flory of Hero 
and Leander ‘by a recent experiment ;—for “Lord Byron 
fwam acrofs the ftrait'* from a fpirit of adventure, as refo- 
lutely as Leander did for the reward of love't. | 

Arrived at the Troad, we have an intereft in difcuffing a 
queftion, which has been ‘much agitated from the time of 
M. Chevalicr’s firft publication on the ‘fubjeé, to thé prefenct 
day. In our controverfy with Mr. Bryant, in our review 
of Mr. Morritt’s work, of Captain Francklin’s; and ‘above all, 
of Mr. Gell’s elaborate difquifition, we have always maintained 
the fame opinion ; and though we are 'ftill open to conviétion, 
we muft fay, with all refpeét to Dr. Clarke, that he has not 
at all convinced us of any error. He does not appear fen- 
fible, that it is impoffible to remove all the difficulties in 
which the queftion is involved, or he perfuades him/elf that 
his hypothefis will remove them. We have never ventured 
to afhrm that M. Chevalier had obviated all objcétions, 
or that the whole of what he has advanced was tenable in 
every point. A fcene placed threé thoufand years ago, a 
country torn by earthquakes, a coaft liable to accretion or 
diminution, muft prefent a variety of difficulties, which it 
may be now impoffible to conquer ; but that M. Chevalier’s 
plan does obviate more of thefe, and accord more with 





* "Ayappoor EAAnomorten. | 
+ Lord Byron defcribes this adventure in a burlefque poem, 
fubjoined to Childe Harold. 8vo. edit. p.218, But the adven- 
ture was not performed with impunity ; for, comparing himfelf 
with Leander the poet fays ; ! ' 
«© *T were hard to fay who fared the beft ; 
Sad mortals! thus the Gods will plague you! 


‘He loft-his labour, I my jeft; 
For he was drown’d, and I’ve the ague,’”’ © 


H 3 Homer 
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Homer ‘han any other yet produced, is all that we have to 
offer in its favour. Le.rned and good as Mr. Bryant was, 
he was the only intemperate adverfary with whom we ever 
hadto cope.. We never retaliated, but treated him conflantly 
with the refpeft due to his worth and abilities. The fame 
decorum we fhall obferve with Dr, Clarke, we thall con- 
trovert the fyflem, but refpc& the man. His fyftem we can- 
not admit, becaufe we coincide with his opinion in one point 
only, which is, that when the Trojans advanced from Troy 
io meet the enemy, their right was towards the Simois, and 
their left * upon the Scamander. To what rivers, as they 
appear at prefent in the country, thofe names are to be 
applied, is the queflion now to be determined. 

Dr. Clarke fets out with a declaration, ‘* that all the maps 
which we have of the country, are fo erroneous, that to this 
day they are a difgrace to our geographical knowledge.”’ 

P. 78.) + After this, the leaft we could expeét, was, that he 
ihould have given a plan in detail, to afcertain and correé 
the miftakes of others. But inflead of this, we have only a 
flight fketch, which does not accord with his own text, and 
is fo incorreét, that we cannot reconcile it to any one account 
ancient or modern. It does not agree with his own text in 
the pofition which he has given to the field of action; (Qpas- 
wos %edina.) It does not correfpond with Pliny, who ftates 
the interval between Sigeum and Rheteum at thirty fladia, 
where the feale of the fketch makes it forty-fix ; and in this 
refpect, Pliny is nearly in harmony with the moderns, for the 
maps both of Kauffer and Count Choifeul make the diftance 
fhort of three miles, while Dr. Clarke makes it more than 
five. To account for this difcordance we can only conjec- 
ture that it was convenient to the fyftem which is here 
affumed, to increafe the diftance as it is Jaid down in the 
fketch, between the mouth of the Mender, and the tomb of 
Ajax; by which he finds room for the encampment of the 
whole Grecian army. But there is a misfortune attending 
this affumption, which is infurmountable, becaufe if that 
were true, the Greeks would not pafs Dr. C’s own Sca- 
mander, to arrive at his own Troy, but they muft crofs his 
own Thymbrius only. Now it is certain, that whatever nver 
in the whole plain may be affumed for the Scamander, it muft 
be a Scamander that lies between the Greek camp and Troy ; 
as every battle recorded in Homer proves that the Scaman- 


. 
3 te | 


* “On the left offfall the war, he [Hedtor] fought befide 
Seamandcr.’’ Clarke p, 108. Il. A. 498. : 
der 
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der was pafled either by the Greeks or Trojans before they 


could come to an engagement. 


A ftill greater difagreement between the text and the fhetchi | 


appears at page 103; where the author fays, “ that at new 
ston two rivers are féen flowing down, one’ towards 
Rheteum, and the other towards Sigeum;”’. but no fuch rivers 


appear in the fketch, and he muft have feen with the eyes of » 


Strabo to difcover them; for Strabo certainly: does affirm 
this; which makes us conjeCture that Strabo himfelf never 
examined this country perfonally, but that'he faw with the 
eyes of Demetrius Scepfenfis. Of this more hereafter, 

That an author, convi&ed of thefe inaccuracies, fhould 
condemn the maps of all former travellers together, indicateé 


fome want of referve, and fome failure of refpeét to the 


enlightened vifitors who have been on the fame f{pot, 


Mr. Wood, and Dr. Chandler*, who wrote before M: 


Chevalier’s hypothefis appéared, are excufable for doping 
Mr 


their different fyftems; but are the accutate plans o 


Hawkins, and Mr, Gell, is the map of an engineer; fuch as - 


Mr. Kauffer was, to be charged with palpable delufion, as 


they are at page 97? or their defcripticns' reprobated as fup- 


orting the wildeft theories, founded’ on the Scamander’ of 
M. Chevalier ? : | i: 


If Dr. Clarke’s prefent volume fhould come to ‘a fecond — 
edition, we hope that he will retraét this intemperate cenfure, - 


and content himfelf with maintaining his own hypothefis. To 
prove that tenable, will be no eafy tafk. For out of all the 
rivers in the Troad, the Califat Ofmack which he ha’ affumed’ 
for the Simois, is the leaft ‘qualified to be advanced to that 
honour. He calls it himfelf “a /mal? and almoft flagnant 
river,” (P. 94.) ‘* a ftream that can hardly be faid to’ flow,” 
(P. 96.) ** hitherto unnoticed by former travellers.” (P. 94.) 
Can this be the Simois of Homer which fwept away 
trunks of trees and ftones in ‘its courfe ? (®. 314.) “Let ‘us’ 
however for a moment fuppofe:that the Scamander of Stribo’ 
and Dr. C.. is the true Scamander’of Homer, what mutt be’ 
the confequence? Dr. Clarke allows that: the ‘left of the 
Trojan army was on the Scamander ; the right therefore of 
the Greeks muft be on the fame river, if. then they croffed 
this river on their right, as they did twice t, on; that day, 
when the long battle (as it is termed by the. grammarians)} 





* As Dr. Clarke takes the Califat Ofmack for the Simois, f@ 
Dr, Chandler takes the Thymbrius. ° 

+ Twice in advancing. 

He occurred, 
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 ictakg they muft have advanced *, not to Dr. Clarke's 
roy at the village of the Ilians, but to Bounarbathi, the Troy 
of M. Chevalier. The alternative is abfurd ; but. any way, 
and every way, it is fatal to Dr. C’s hypothefis.. It is 
abfurd,, becaufe Dr. Clarke allows that his. own Scamander 
is two hundred feet wide, and fo deep as to endanger his own 
ffage on horfeback, (P. 107.) while yet the Greeks muft 
Coe paft it, once in the morning when they advanced to 
attack the Trojans; a fecond time when they retreated before 
Heétor; a third time when.they advanced again under the 
command of Patroclus; anda fourth time when they retreated 
with his, dead body to the camp. This, with.the actions 
which took place, with the. ground marched over, with the 
breadth of a. river almoft unfordable, with the different 
advances and retreats, muft render the account of Homer 
not merely improbable, but impoffible. ne 
_;The whole intricacy of thele tranfactions arifes from the 
original miftake of Strabo or Demetrius Scepfenfis, who 


“ynaintain, that the largeft river in the plain is the Scamander 
-@f Homer. But this river rifes according to Mr. Wood, 


twenty-three miles up in the country ; according to Dr. 
Clarke, forty miles; (P. 120.) and yet at the {prings of this 


“giver, we muft place the Troy of Homer. If fo, the Greeks 


marched four times ferty, that is, an hundred and fixty miles 
in one day, befides four times crofling a dangerous ford two 
satay feet broad; and after all, when arrived at. the. 

urce, there is only one t {pring where there ought to be 
two, (P. 145.) and this fource is in the face of a mountain 
furrounded by mountains, which.admit of no race like that 
of Heftor and Achilles ; and confequently, this is not the 
fource of Homer, nor his race ground, nor his Scamander, 

But in regard to the two fprings of Scamander, Dr. Clarke 
afferts, that we are all in the dark, and none of us able to 
confirue Homer. He maintains, that Homer’s are not she 
two. {prings of the Scamander, but two [{prings falling: into 
the Scamander, and he then adduces the verfion of Cowpes 
as the only true rendering of the Poet, 


“« And now they reached the running riv’lets clear, 
Where from Scamander’s dizzy flood arife 
Two fouritains.”’ ; 

Aabiciiais 3 





— 


* See Dr. Clarke’s Sketch. 

+ Mr. Wood found two fprings, and Dr. Clarke does allow a 
fecond, one hundred and fifty yards lowerdown. The upper one 
he adds, is the coldeft in the country, the lower one of the fame 
temperature with that at Bounarbafhi, that is 62° Fahrenhit. 
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We congratulate Cowper on the difcovery, that rivers do 
not rife from their fountains, but fountains from rivers. 
Notwithftanding his authority however, we muft obferye, that 
befides the expreffion of dori #nyai, the Poet ufes the term 
xpovw, (X. 147.) and the Scholiaft remarks, that alihough he 
fuppofes xeuvwd Aere to mean, the place where the women 
wathed their garments, ftill the original word in its primary 
fignification expreffes, not a {pring in general, but the fource 
of a river, xeuvw, xugins pay ds Geyat Tay pexudtwv. Now we 
prefer the primary ele of the word; and Dr. Clarke’ may 
make what ufe*he pleafes of the wafhing place. It is a coinci- 
dence of fome little importance, that the women of Bounarbafhi 
(Chevalier’s Troy) fill wath ‘at thefe {prings. Dr. Clarke 
himfelf allows that this is no ordinary bufinefs, but to this 
day attended with pomp, ceremony, and fong. (P. 112.) Itis 
of fome importance that he allows the {pring at the principal 
fountain, to be warmer by fixteen degrees a the external 
air. (P.111.) Butof this we make no great account ; for if 
we can prove the general correfpondence of Chevalier’s 
Scamander with the Scaclande? of the Poet, it is all that can 
be required after a lapfe of three thoufand years. ag 

Now the Simois of Homer is an impetuous river, rolling 
down in its torrents, from the mountains, ftones and branches* 
of trees; fuch is the Simois alfo of M. Chevalier, and) when 
Dr. Clarke paffed this flream at the ford, his own account is, 
*¢ in certain periods of the year, it inundates all the neigh- 
bouring territory, the marks of fuch an inundation caufed by 
the branches of trees, reeds, and rufhes left by the water upon 
the land, were vilible a confiderable diftance from its banks.” 
(P. 107.) Is it not aftonifhing that Dr. Clarke fhould not 
difcover, that this muft be the Simois of Homer, which has 
not a feature of that infignificant ftagnant water, the Califat 
Ofmack, and that even the authority of Strabo cannot con- 
vert it into the Scamander of the Iliad ? 

- Dr. Clarke has printed Homer’s uévyas morapyds Rabudimns, 
(Y. 73.) triumphantly in capitals; on which we have only 
to obferve, that whatever may be the force of Méyas it can 
only be relative ; we will not argue, that in this paflage it is 
. to Xahthus as a river God, forthis would be ilyled a 
diftin€tion without a difference; we will not build on the 





Ditgiiv nai Adwr. O, 314. Diredy Scholiaft, nopar ftumps or 
fragments of trees born down by the violence of the flood. Dr. 


Clarke has funk all thefe evidences in a fweeping note, (P. 108.) 
where he fays they prove nothing, ; Por. 


wingay 
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uixeay AiBade of the Scholiaft, (the Jistle drop of water which 
Hercules converted into a river) further than to fhow; that 
the ancients looked for a fmall ftream, as well as M. Cheva- 
lier. But we do moft refolutely maintain, that the:magnitude 
of the river muft be proportionate to the tree which made a 
bridge over it... That. is, the Scamander.of Homer muft be 
twenty or thirty feet wide, to correfpond with the tree ;. or 
the tree muit: be two hundred feet long, to agree with the 
Scamander of Strabo and Dr. Clarke. 16 iv 

‘The Scamander of ‘Homer may be fubjeét to inundations, 
for Achilles was involved in one; but its general charatter: is 
that of a perennial rivulet, yet fo rapid that the epithet of 
divness might well be applied to it. . It is furprifing that Dr. 
Clarke did not difcaver this, when, his own defcription of 
the Bounarbathi ftates “ that the main {pring throws up as’ 
much water as the famous [pring at Holywell in Flinthhire,’ 
and that its furface feems violently boiling.” (P. 113.) Is not 
this vifibly the Bavdos Babudsnes 2 and yet deep as the eddies 
are, they are flill pre and limpid ; (apyugodivns D. 15 and east 
and the river itfelf is beautiful in its courfe, (éZp00s D. 130.) 
thefe are all characteriflics of a {mall lively flream, not one 
of which accords with the Scamander of Strabo and Dr. 
Clarke ; but all correfpondent to the defcription of Homer 
and M. Chevalier. We appeal tothe evidence of Dr. Clarke’ 
himfelf: for a river that boils and throws up as much water 
as Holywell, has of neceffity all thefe charaéters. But this is 
not all, it muft be a ftream that flowed in front of the Grecian 
camp; it muft be fordable at pleafure, which Strabo’s Sca- 
mander can never be; it was aétually paffed by both armies: 
without difficulty or obftruétion ; it was paffed by Priam with 
his chariot and his waggon, (22. 692.) and sdalegpenity the 
dire&t road from the ee to Troy lay through this ford *,: 
This one circumflance is fufficient to invalidate t+ Dr. Clarke’s 
pofition, of the camp between his Scamander and the Rhe- 
teum ; for in the dire& road from dis camp to Ais Troy, dis 
Scamander would never be paffed at all tf. 





* When Heéor is wounded by Ajax at the wall, he is carried 
back to the Scamander, and recovered by being bathed or fprinkled - 
with the waters of that ftream. 2. 436, 

+ See his Sketch. . 

t If we have miftaken Dr. Clarke in his pofition of the 
Greek camp, we are ready to retract fome part of thefe incon. 
fiftencies ; but we are led to this conclufion, by his own words, 
(p- 82.) where he fays, ** the pofition of the Portus Achxor 
is moft decifively marked by the Tomb of Ajax.” Th 

@ 
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The only real objection to the Scamander of M. Cheva- 
lier, is, that the Bounarbafhi flream does not ‘now join his 
Simois. This he obviates, by fhowing that it has beea turned 
by an artificial canal into the Egean Sea; which is confirmed 
by the teflimony of Mr. Gell, Mr. Hawkins, Mr. Morrits, 
and the engineer Kauffer; but Captain Francklin. goes fur 
ther, for in tracing the original channel, he came to a bridge, 
under which this channel muft have run in. its regular courfe 
to the Simois, and he adds a conjecture, that fome oozi 
water may ftill pafs this way in.an inundation, Dr. C. himfel 
feems not to reje& this original channel, for he admits the ré- 
prefentation of it into his fketch, which is an evidence at leatt 
that he thought there were fome grounds for its exiftence. | 

The general fuffrage of travellers, who have vifited:the 
Troad fince M. Chevalier’s publication, has been in favour 
of his theory; but it has been oppofed by Mr. Bryant, who 
was never on the {pot ; by Profeffor Carlifle- whofe obfer- 
vations were never publifhed, and by Dr. Clarke in his pre- 
fent publication. In anfwer to him, we are no further ob- 
liged to defend this theory, than to maintain that it Jeffers 
the difficulties, which his fyftem contributes to augment. 
The firlt requifite was to find a plain adequate to the daily 
tranfa€tions of two great armies, and there is no fuch plain 
throughout the whole Troad, except that between the Simojs 
and Scamander of M. Chevalier. This is flyled @paomos by 
the Poet; now there is no fuch plain where Dr. Clarke has’ 
placed the {cene of aétion, and what is worfe, he has fixed 
his ©pwoos on the right fide of his Simois where it could . 
not be, if all the battles were fought between the two rivers 
_ as Homer afferts they were. Again, he renders Opwajas 
by the term mound. 

But this is not all, forthe ground where Dr. Clarke has 
placed his Opwoyos, is as well known to preceding travellers 
asto Dr.C. It appears in feveral of their maps as broken, 
rugged, and uneven; Dr. C. ftyles it a mound ; but a mound, 
or broken furface little praGticable for infantry, mutt be to- 
tally impracticable for die chariots, which were the cavalry 
of Homer. Thefe are defcribed as bounding, advancing oy 
retreating without inpediment, wherever this Qpwoj..s is to 
be placed. Neither is the term properly rendered by a 
mound ; it is underitood by Hefychius, and Stephens as rifing 
ground from which you obtain a profpect ;—it is derived by 
them from @dpw, Oopéw, and Opucxnw, all expreffive of 
* quick motion, to bound, to leap, to trample, to advance ; 





- Opwrxucry ntamos, N. 589. "Oiros, O. 314. "Iybos, > 126, "Avie 
Rirntidws Qecxwr Gor im’ KAAC auiFcrasr, O. 684. 
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its Tofrefpondent shear tes in the {choliaft is Zarvindaw, ZrAouas, 
garrncei. (4.177. E.772.) the true fignification ofthe 
word therefore exprefles probably the ground rifin nf from the 
Grecian camp up to the city, beaten, and trodden in-the 


daily engagements of .the two armies, and hence *Spadouos 


mediow the rife-of the plain. 
At the head of this plain, near the village'and {prings of 


‘Bounarbahi, M. Chevalier has fixed the fite of Troy, but 


the afcertaining of this pofition is accompanied -with great 


difficulties; the principal is its diftance from the coatt. 


The beft folution of. this would be fome eertain proof of the 
accretion of the fhore.on the Hellefpont. -This may be pre- 
fumed from Strabo, and.is: maintained by different travellers ; 
‘but proved or not, Dre Clarke’s theory of fixing Troy at 
his village of the Ilians, affords little relief to the queftion, 
for a mealuse-taken from that village to the mouth of the 
Mender is not fix ftadia fhorter, than the diflance from the 
mouth of the Mender to Bounarbabhi. : 

Another difficulty arifes from Homer himfelf; for in the 
Tiiad it is aid, bv wedio wemdruso.mdaus, the City was built-in a 
plain; in the Odyfley we find that a -propofal-was made to 
draw the wooden horfe-up to the Citadel and to throw it down 
the precipice. In order to reeoncile this contradiction, feveral 
whovhove vifited the-ground coincide nearly with Mr. Che- 
valier, 1 in bringing the walls down to the ple’ 


tv paidise 
"AuSarss ? Ess WOAIS, % Emidgajcov. mero TEKS Z. 434. 


and placing the citadel on the hill beyond it, which actually 
does fall down with a precipice to the Simois. Mr. Gell 
has fo happily illuflrated this, that his theory amounts to every 
thing but proof direct ; flill we leave this queftion undecided ; 
for although this fite accords with Homer in its proximity to 
the fprings of the Scamander, it doe’ not .correfpond with 
the flight “of Heétor round the city ; a point which. M. Che- 
valier has laboured moft abundantly, but not to our come 
plete fatisfaction, 

Has then Dr. Clarke effeCted what his pendkiot ove have 
attempted in vain? far from it; his removal of the fituation 
from Bounarbafhi to his village of the llians is attended with 
every difficulty, that is prefented by the plan of M. Chere 
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lier ; and his fketch gives no detail of the country, no View of 
the ground, no certam, limits of a plain, vo river for a darls 
and eddying Scamander, but a ‘mall ftagnant,-brook, His fite 
of new Hium we likewife obje& to moft decidedly; for. 
Strabo places.it_ between his Scamander and h's Simois, while- 
Dr. Clarke who has-the f’me Scamander, places it between 
his Simojs and his Thymbrips. Wiuth-this we are not cone 
cerned, but we-muft. be allowed to fav, that much more 
accuracy ‘vas expefted from a writer who. fligmauzes all 
former ‘yflems with the appellation of the wildeff theories, _ 
Another queftion; we are compelled to leave undecided, 
with great regret ; that is, the extent of the Grecian camp o 
the hore of the Hellefpont. ..Homer informs us that it au be 
from cape to.cape, but becaufe he has not given thele two 
capes the name of Rheteum and Sigeum, Dr. Clarke has 
confined the limits of the encampment between the mouth of 
the Mender, and the tomb of Ajax, or Rheteum. But there 
mufl be two capes. “s 


Dhigay aramms | 
Hisvos soma waxpdv, Sooy cuvetgyaboy axoa. HE. S36. 


and as there is no Cape in Dr. Clarke’s {ketch at the mouth 
of the Mender, we have a right ‘to afk, why “he annihilates © 
one of the ¢wo that the picture of the poet prefents? 

But this is not the difficulty we are unable to refolve; it is 
the extent of ground occupied by-the camp which we cannot 
alcertain; for if the iffue of the Mender (that is, the united 
flream of the Simois and Scamander) fell into the Hellef2 

ont, where it now does, between the two capes,’ it mutt 
as divided the right wing of ‘the artny from the left; and 
this, with a volume of water unfordable. Of this we find 
no trace in. Homer, no mention'of the obftruGtion when the 
wall was built, no ‘interruption of communication ina fingle 
inftance.. We know that the army was ftraitened for room, 


Lreivovro 32 Awol, FE, 34, 


We know that the fhips were drawn afhore, not in one line, 
but in feveral rows; we know that. an open {pace was left 
between the thips and the wall; but ftraitened as they were, 
we know not how to place the camp between Sigeum and the 
Mender, nor. between the Mender- and Rheteum-; in neither 
cafe fhould we have the two capes of Hiomer.- ‘This. creates 
a difficulty infuperable, unlefs the mouth. of the Mender 
could be carried, in Homer’s-age, to the eaft of Rheteum ; 
—a fuppofition which no change in the coaft feems-to jultify i 
9 an 














110 Chandler's Life of Waynflete. 


and which the ground jeaR of Rheteum does not permit us 
6 ‘affame. To reconcile this inconfiftency, the talents of 
Dr. C. would have been worthily em ni ih inftead of 
which, he has amufed his readers with a declamation againft 
the inaccuracies of all former maps, and a frigid want of 
deference to the opinions of all the pr samy travellers who 
have preceded him. We hope that either Dr. C.’s volume or 
thefe remarks may meet the eye of Mr. Gell, and that one 
or the other may induce him to give fuch an anfwer as we 
are not qualified to conftru&,—fuch as can be rendered with 
propriety, only by thofe who are converfant with the 
country. 
We thall not at prefent follow Dr. C. farther on his 
rogrefs, except merely to notice his afcent to Gargarus, and 
fis vifit to Efki Skapfu, the Scepfis of the ancients, the 
abode of Demetrius Scepfenfis,. to whom we attribute all the 
confufion which has been thrown upon the Iliad of Homer. 
The afcent to Gargarus appears to have been executed with 
the fame intrepidity, as was requifite for penetrating into the 
Haram ofthe Sultan. But the traveller-confeffes, that others 
had arrived at the fame pinnacle with lefs danger, and pofibly 
by an eafier path; Mr. Walpole he quotes himfelf, and we 
know that Captain Francklin advanced to the identical fummit 
without alarm; but the defcription of the fcenery around, is 
coloured with the fame enthufiafm, as inflamed the fpirit of 
M. de Sauffure, after having attained the pinnacle of Mont 
Blanc, nothing but the pencil of Homer is wanting to difplay 
the beauties of the “‘etyven 
We may hereafter have a word to fay to Dr. Clarke, in 
refpeét to Mount Calvary, and the flaughter of the Turks at 
Jaffa, but in general his refearches are fo well direéted, and 
his obfervations fo juft, that we. hope to travel in his 
company with pleafure, and conclude our journey as all 
Some travellers ought, with mutual harmony and good 
umour, 


(Toa be continued.) 
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Fellow of that College, 8v0.° 428° pp. 188. White, 
> 8hl. wea <r ey | , 


rue commemoration of benefaétors and founders is among 
the moft. honourable employments of the pen ; it isa 
tribute of -gratitude which honours thofe who pr no lefs 
than thofe who receive it. Dr. Chandler, himfelf a diftin. 
guifhed member of Waynflete’s College *, was a perfon 
whom it well became to celebrate the founder ; and it ap- 
pears that this Life was fo far finifhed.in.179.1, as even then 
to be read and approved by Bifhop Horne. » Why, it was not 
then completed and given tothe public, we are not informed ; 
but as years went on, the author certainly became gradually 
lefs fit for the tafk, and probably therefore, the lefs inclined 
to the attempt, He left his papers, however, in the hands 
of his friend, Mr. Lambert, with an exprefs defire that he 
would “ arrange the notes, and prepare the whole for pub- 
lication, in the beft and {peedieft manner pofhible.” This 
has very properly been done, and the work appears in a 
handfome form, with very, fuitable and elegant embellith- 
ments. The head of Bilhop Waynilete, very, finely ene 
graved, a view of his monument at Winchefler, trom 
which the portrait was formed, and another of the School- 
houfe at Waynflete, were the gifts of Magdalen College, in 
honour of their founder. sacha 

It may feem extraordinary to a modern , reader to fee the 
name of a perfonage, who became not only. a Bilhop, but 
Lord Chancellor, accompanied by a double alias. Sur. 
names, however, were not fixed in thofe days as at prefent, 
nor is it clear whether Patten or Barbour was the proper 
name of the family. As to the appellation of Waynilete, 
which fuperfeded both, it was taken from the place where 
the Bifhop was born, and was aflumed when he went into 


orders, “ 


_ © Tt was a fafhion,’’ fays Holinthed, * in thofe days, from 
a learned fpirituall man to take awaie the father’s furname : (were 
it never fo worthipfull or, ancient) and give him for it the name 
of the towne he was borne in.’’ Holinfhed, after producing feveral 
inftances,, obferves, that this in like manner oe to Wil- 
liam Waynflete, @ matter right proveable, ** The ulage,’’ adds the 
biographer, “ was certainly common, on taking orders ; but 


a 





* Dr. Chandler publithed the “* Marmora Oxonienfia,’”’ 1763, 
** Tonian Antiquities,” vol. i, under the patronage of the Di. 
lettanti Society, 1769, and his own ‘* Travels in edt 4 
He died Feb. g, 1810, See Gent. Mag. for that Month, 
though 
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thiough it probably continued to the gra of the Reformation, . ap. 
peats te have fallen fobn bftér into oblivion; for an opinion that 
the family of William was called Waynflete, had prevailed fo 
ftrongly, as to o¢cafion Budden *' the labour of fome pages td 


confute it, and to eftablith a different appellation. | He has cited 


Holinfhed, yet feems not aware of the fa/ion, but fuppofes that 
the father of Wiiliam, as the fhoots of the generous. ftock from 
which he fprung ‘were numerous, had, to avoid confufion, af. 
fumed, as Ais diftin&tion, the local denomination.” P, 12. 


The conjeélure was unfortunate, as it doés not appear that 
the father of William was ever called Waynflete; and the 
fame furname, affumed Har in the fame manner, fre- 
quently appears in the old Epifcopal Regifters. yet 

The exa&t year of William’s birth is not known, ‘nor can 
much more be traced of his early hiflory, from the Regifters 
of the See of Lincoln, and finitar documénts, than that 
William Barbor was made a Subdeacon in January, 1420, by 
the ftyle of William 5 on of Spalding : that he was or- 
dained Deacon in March the fame year, and Prieft in 1426 t. 
We may conjefture, therefore, that he was born towards the 
end of the 14th century: probably between 1390 and 1400, and 
nearer tothe latter, It {eems to be certain, that he was bred at 
Wykeham’s School at Winchefter, where he was afterwards 
appointed Matter ; and that his firft ecclefiaftical preferment 
was the Maflerfhip of St. Mary Magdalen’s Hofpital, near 
Winchefter, of which the ruins are Rill vifible. From this 
fituation, it is probably conjectured, arofe his ‘attachment to 
that Saint, whofe title he afterwards beftowed on.his Hall 
and College in Oxtord, The ability he difplayed as Mafter 
at Winchefter led to his removal to the King’s new School 
at Eton. When he had been Mafter there about thiee 

ears, he was promoted to be Provoft. This happeried-.in 
Décdabier; 1443. On the death of the Bifhop: of Win- 
chefter, Waynflete was recommended by the King as his 
fucceflor, and. ele&ted accordingly, This was.in Appril,. 
1447. To what extent the Pope was agtive in this nomina- 
tion, has been mattér Of difpute; but it .is.’certain that.he . 
oppofed no obflacie. z J GOW) ofl 

‘The Univerfity of Oxford was at. this period in avery. 
depreffed fituation:; but the filial regard of Waynflete far the - 


,. 
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-. © His firtt biographer, who wrote fi'Latin, * 
¢ By what error he is named as an Acolyte, feyeral, tmogths . 

after-he was Subdeacop, we cannot guefs; probably the dace of the 
year is mifprinteds ‘z | od be 
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place of his education, foon induced him, after his elevation, 
to extend to it his proteétion and patronage. In 1448, he 
obtained a royal grant, empowering him to found a Hall *, 
to be called ther St. Mary Magdalen, with licence to endow 
it, to a Certain extent. “ 1456, atter being conftantly em. 
re in affairs of flate, he was advanced to the dignity of 

ord High Chancellor. In 1557, he is named in the King’s 
writ with the Archbifhop of York; where it is expreffed 
that the King knew the induftry of each of thefe perfons, 
as approved in arduous affairs, and alfo his difcretion, and 
tried fidelity. Of the precife time during which he held the 
feals we have this account. 


© Miftakes have been made refpecting the time when Wayne 
flete became and ceafed to be Chancellor. Budden relates, it 
was the common belief that he was appointed as foon as he was a 
Bifhop ; and fome have continued him near nine years and a half 
in ofice. We have feen that he held the feals only from the 
rith of O&ober, 1456, (35 Hen. V1.) the tenth year of his 
confecration, to the 7th of July, 1460, about three years and 
three quarters. His conduét in refigning at fo critical a junfture, 
expofed him to fufpicion, calumny and cenfure. Diflovalty or 
languor in the caufe of Henry was imputed to him, or he was re. 
soolensied as balancing between the two parties, and waiting the 
iflue. He was comforted, however, by the entire approbation 
of his royal patron, who, in a letter to Pope Pius II, written in 
November following, while he was in cuftody of the Yorkifts, 
bore ample teftimony to his innocence, his meritorious fervices, 
and unblemifhed reputation; at once furnithing a ftriking in- 
ftance of his own juftice and generofity, and of his regard for 
Waynflete, who could not fail, on hjs part, to be deeply pene. 
trated with a lively fenfe of the kindnefs, and the affliction, of 
fo condefcending, fo benevolent a mafter.’’ P, 106. 


The royal grant, permitting him to found a College in 
Oxford, was paffed only about. three months befure he ber 
came Chancellor, in 1456. In all the dreadful convulfions 
of that miferable reign, Waynflete, though a zealous Lan- 
caftrian, and perfonally attached to Henry V1. was certainly 
refpetied by the Yorkifts, and fometimes appears to have 
been in favour even with Edward IV. who confirmed the 

ranis made to his College, and added licences of mortmain. 

‘he foundation ftone was confecrated on May 5, 1474, and 
when the College was ready to receive them, the Scholars of 
the Hall were. transferred to it. ‘The progrefs of the Cole 


— 





* This has no reference to the prefent Magdalen Hall. 
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lewe cannot ‘here be detailed, but the reaforis affigned by 
Waypithte himlelf, in'thd béginning of bis fatutes, for found- 
ing a College rather than a Monaftic Suciety, ate worth 
tranferibing. 


«© He relates that he had carefally infpefted the traditions of 
the ancient fathers, and the various approved rules of the Saints ; 
and that he had been grieved, ona furvey of their numerous pro. 
feffors, to find the infticutions no longer obferved, us formerly, 
according to the intention of the founders ; that, diftarbed on 
this account, he had feen clearly, it were better for him to dif. 
penfe his temporal goods with his own hands to the poor, than to 
appropriate and confirm them in perpetuity fo the ufes of the im. 

rudent, bringing danger on the fouls of many, by their violating 
his ordinances : but, after long wavering, and moft devoutly 
invoking the divine affiftance, he had fixed his eyes inflexibly on 
the affording of aid and relief to poor fcholars, clerks, living in 
the fchools ; with a firm hope that men of letters and. feience, 
fearing God, would, betore others, obferve his ftatutes; and had 
finally, determined to lighten the burthen of their neceffities, 
by lending to it the affittance of compaffion, to the beft of his 
ability. With thefe fentiments, confiding in the-great Maker 
of all things, who knows, directs, and difpofes the withes of 
thofe who truft in him, he refolyed, out of the goods which the 
favour of his plenitude had beftowed on him in abundance, to 
éftablifh, by royal and apoftolic authority, one perpetual Col. 
lege, to be called St. Mary Magdalen College, in the Univer. 
fity of Oxford, for poor and needy fcholars, clerks, who fhould 
be required to fludy, and make proficiency in divers fciences and 
faculties, to the glory and honour of Chrift, his Virgin.mother, 
the blefled St. Mary Magdalen, St. John Baptift, the Apoftles 
Peter and Paul, Se. Swithin the Confeffor, and the other Saints, 
patrons of the Cathedral of Winchefter, and of all Saints, for the 
maintenance and exaltation of the Chriftian faith, for the profit 
of the church, and for the augmentation of divine worfhip, and 
of the liberal arts, fciences, and faculties.’’ P. 182. 


Among his benefaélions to the College, a library of books 
was one, even the defeription of which, as his biographerob- 
ferves, if it had been preferved, would now be of the higheft 
curiofity and intereit. After arranging all things for his 
College to his mind, and difpofing of his property by will, 
Waynilete died in 1486, which, if we have conje€tured 
rightly about his birth, muft have been at an age unufually 
advanced. We cannot fuppofe it to have been lefs than 90. 
The fhort charaéter of him, drawn up by his biographer, is 
moft highly to his honour, and appears to be no leis correét. 


s* Thave met with no accufation of, or reflection on Wayn- 
flete,”’ 
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eflete,’’ fays he, **.which I have not produced into.open view. 
Humarte and benevolent, in an uncommon degree, he appears to 
have had no enemies, but from party, and td have difarmed even 
thofe of their malice. His devotion was fervent without. hypo- 
_erify ; his bounty unlimited, except by his income. As a 
Bithop, he was a kind father; revered by his children; as,a 
founder, he was.magnificent and munificent. He was ever intent 
on alleviating diftrefs and mifery. He difpenfed largely by his 
almoner to the poor. He enfranchifed feveral of his vaffals from 
the legal bondage to which they were configned by the feudal 
fyftem. He abounded in works of charity and mercy. Amiable 
and affable in his whole deportment, he was as generally beloved 
as tefpected. The prudence, fidelity, and innocence which pre. 
ferved him, when toffed abut on the variable waves of inconftant 
fortune, during the long and mighty tempeft of the civil war, 
was juftly a fubjeét of wonder to his biographer, Dr, Budden. It 
is remarkable, that he cunciliated the favour of five fucceflive 
fovereigns, of oppofite principles and characters, and that, as this 
author tells us, the kings, his benefaftors, were, by his addrefs ~ 
in conferring obligations on them in his turn, converted from 

being his creditors into his debtors.’’ P. 229. : 


This fatisfa&tory account. of the founder of fo noble a Col- 
lege muft be acceptable not only in Oxford, but to. the 
world at large. It has a valuable Appendix of documents, 
confirming the narrative, and we can only regret that the 
author did nox live to finifh and enjoy the credit of his own 
work. 





‘Art. III. | Odfervations in Iiliftration of Virgil’s celebrated 
fourth Eclogue. 8vo. 458 pp. 15s. Millar. 1810. 


\ ‘E have.no fort of hefitation in pronouncing that this 
book prefents to the claffical world a luminous and 
complete DiscOVERY; happily imagined and .no lefs 
cleasly illuftrated. Why then, it» thay be afked; have we 
hot fooner announced it ?—plainly for this reafon, becaufe 
we had not read it.. If any one think this a reproach; let them 
only recolle&t how many books we have read and analyzed 
fince this was publifhed. _ If the book, which happened to lie 
overwhelmed by otheis of more bulk, turn out at length to 
be of peculiar excellence, that circumftance ought not to be 
made a fubjeét of reproach, for betore the book was read 
how could its characteriftic merits be devifed? Be this as it 
may ; ifswe hayesbeen in ! fault, or-in an. error, we ate 
2 now 
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now ready and defirous to repair it. We truft that we have 
not committed another, in affixing the name of Mr, Penn to 
it, fince, though it does not appear in the book, it is given 
to him by univerfal and uncontradi€ted report. 

As the neceflary argurgents and proofs accompanying this 
difto¥erV¥, have extended it into a volume, the general inten- 
tion of which does not at once appear, we fhall make it our 
bufine!s to give the refults, in as clear a manner as we can, 
leaving thofe who are defirous of further illuftration to feck 
it in the book. 

The important difcovery then is this. The fourth 
Eclogue of Virgil, the fineft of his fmaller works, is writ- 
ten IN CELEBRATION OF AUGUSTUS. Whom was 
Virgil fo hkely to celebrate, in the moft exalted and en- 
thufiaftic flyle of encomium ? Certainly no one. How then 
has this difcovery been made? As all difcoveries are made, 
by the plaineft and moft natural procefs. By obferving m 
what terms Virgil mikes the fame Sibyll, whom he here in- 
troduces, celebrate Auguflus, in another part of his works ; 
where fhe points him out, in thefe remarkable terms :-— 


** Hic vir, hic eft, tibi quem promitri fepius audis, 
Avcoustus Casar, Divum genus, aurea condet 

Sxcula qui rurfus Latio, regnata per arva 

Saturno quondam.,”’ SZEneid, VI. v. 792. 


Indeed! and what is the petfon predi€ted in the fourth 
Eclogue to do? Exaétly the fame. To bring back the 
golden age to Italy, and to rule the world in peace. But 
how cen this be applied to Auguflus in the fourth Eclogue, 
entitled PoLLIo, fince he was uineteen years of age in the 
confulthip of Pollio to which the poem refers? By another 
Rep almoft as clear and fimple; by making the whole 
eclogue, excepting the four inuodu€tory lines, the fuppofed 
prophecy of the Cumzan Sibyl; which Sibyl, as we have jult 
feen, defcribes Auguflus almoft in the fame words in the 
Eneid. Thus is every difficulty removed as to the perfon, 
except that material one, why was the Confulfhip of Pollio 
fo particularly worthy of celebration, with reference to 
Auguflus, or, as he was then, Odtavius?—To this the 
anfwer of Mr. Penn is as complete, and fatislactory as 
pofible. Becaufe during that Confulihip Octavius made 
with Antony the PEACE OF BRUNDUSIUM; by which he 
was formally éfablifthed as Lord of all the Weltern world, 
and confequently commenced bis. Saturnian reign in Italy. 

Such is, in the moft comprehenfive mode ot defcription, 
the luminows difcovery of this ingenious author ; a a 
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which by removing all obfcurity from one of the fineft . 

oems extant, enables us, and all who hall hereafter read 
it, to enjoy its beauty with tenfold fatisfa€tion, Thar the 
notion is ftritily correét, we hive hardly the fhadow of a 
doubt. That Virgil, who celebrated Auguftus fu nobly in 
the opening of h's third Georgic, who made him, in a man- 
ner, the hero of his Av eid, fhould alfo dedicate fome en- 
comium to him in his Bucolics, is of the higheft probability : 
and that he has done fe, in the molt admirable manner, will 
in future be clear, when the opinion here p:opofed fhall be, 
as it deferves, generally adop:ed. 

That there are difficulties attending this hypothefis cannot 
be denied, but they are not fuch as ought long or greatly to 
iinpede its reception: they may indeed properly be called 
minor difhiculties, compared with the much greater ob{curities 
which vanilh on adopting the new interpretation. In the 
firft place the tranfition, from the introduétion of the poet to 
the {uppofed fpeech or prophecy of the Sibyl, is undoubtedly 
very obfcure. The prophecy begins, according to the pre- 
fent commentator, with the Sth line, but there is nothing 
whatever to mark fucha change. Let us view the paflage : 


Virg. ** Sicelides Mufz, paullo majora canamus ; 
Non omnes arbufta juvant, humilefque myrica, 
Si canimus fylvas, fylvz fine confule digna, 
Ultima Cumzi venit jam carminis etas, 
Sibyl], * Magnus ab integro feclorum nafcitur ordo, 
Jam redit et virgo, redeunt Saturnia regna,’’ &c. 


In the parsllel inftance from Horace, of the prophecy of 
Nereus, there is not equal obfcurity ; though there, as well 
as here, no fpeech is announced. Much more in point is 
the inftance trom Tibullus (Lib. 2. El. 5.) where Heyne 
has alfo conje&tured a prophetic fpeech of the fame Sibyl 
to commence: and here alfo Critics in general had not ful. 
pected fuch a tranfition to be made, till Heyne fuggefted the 
idea, though at the end of the paffage, it is plainly de- 
clared ty the words, ** Hac cecinit vates,”” &c. 

In another part of the Eclogue, powerful as is the illuflra- 
tion of ‘tam longa vite,” from applying thefe words to 
the Sibyl, whofe life was fo mi¥aculoufly long; yet to us 
there is a difficulty in making her wifh to celebrate paft aétions 
asapoet. It feems inconfiflent with the character of the 
Sibyl. This, however, is not infuperable, 

To fome it may feem an objeétion, that this interpretation 
was never fuggelted before, concerning an eclogue fo much 
admired, and on which fo many eminent authors have writren. 
The 
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The anfwer of the author to this, is highly fatisfaftory. No 
remarks upon this poem earlier than the age of Conftantine 
and of Servius the grammgrian, are now extant. By that time 
the true interpretation was loft among ‘the heathens, and 
the Chriftians had begun too exclufively to view in the 
eclogue, the fimilarity to the {criptural prophecies: How the 
true interpretation fhould ever have been loft, is a queftion 
we know not how to anfwer, but the fa€t appears to be fo. 
But after all the difficulties that can or cannot be folved, in 
Mr. Penn’s explanation, there are fome things fo flrong in 
its favour as-‘to outweigh every thing on the contrary fide. 
Among the ftrongeft teftimonies of this fort, the three lines 
following appear to us predominant, though not fo marked, 
that we recolle&t, by him :— 


«¢ Tile Dem vitam accipiet, divifque videbit 
Permixtos heroas, et ipfe videbitur illis ; 
PACATUMQUE REGET PATRIIS VIRTUTIBUS ORBEM.” 


Here we have the deification both of Julius and Odtayius, 
exprefsly ftating, that the latter fhall be made equal to the 
former, ‘* he fhall be as great a {peétacle to them as they to 
him ;’’ and not only this, but the very peace juft concluded 
in Pc llio’s confulfhip is marked, and that {way over the world, 
in which he was to emulate his father. To whom in the warld 
but toAuguftus could thefe things be applied by Virgil? Who 
elfe,in his day, governed the world, aftera father (by adoption) 
who had done the fame ? Could thefe things be applied to a 
fon of Pollio’s, or of any other perfon? Thefe queftiong 
feem to us unan{werable, except by a confeflion of the 
rruth of the new interpretation, which might fland almoft 
exclufively on the foundation of thefe lines. The exaét 
fenfe of them, in their mofl material parts, feems to be 
expreffed in a fingle line of Manilius, openly addreffed to 
Augultus :— 


«* Conceflumque patri mundum,. Deus ip/e, mereris.’’ 


Ovid, who carries his flattery to a greater extravagance 
than his contemporaries, as he did his other thoughts, 
gives divinity to Julius, only that Auguftus might defcend 
from a Deity, 

‘¢ Ne foret Aic igitur mortali femine cretus, 

Tile Deus faciendus erat.’’  Metam, xv. 760. 


But ftill, it isthe fame fet of ideas, and a God defcending 


from a God is the picture prefented in all thefe —— 
us 
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Thus far have we ftated the difcovery of this author in our 
own way, totally departing from the order which he has 
obferyed, This we have cone merely ‘to place the fubject 
before the reader in a new light, for the order employed: 
by the author is, fora regular differtation, extremely good, 
He begins by flating all the former hypothefes on the fub- 
ject, fhowing their Luiluee, and very clearly explaining the: 
caufes of it. He then proceeds to flate his own opinion, 
and afterwards to confirm and illuftrate it by hiftorical cir-, 
cumftances. So far all is well; and if the commentator, 
had poffeffled the temperance: and felf-command to. paufe 
here, or to fubjoin only a general copclufion, hiss work 
would have obtained for him.an eminent rank among clatlicak 
commentators. But unfortunately, in his fixth and feventh 
chapters he attempts to make particular applications to the 
notions of judicial aftrology, which are fo torced and un- 
natural, fo totally unworthy of Virgil, and fo impoflible in 
all refpeéts to be received, that-he at once degrades his own 
judgment more than the moft angry opponent could have de- 
graded it. With the fame opennefs with which we have 
commended his firft idea, and the arguments adduced in fup- 
port of it, with the fame do we feel ourfelves. obliged to, 
reject and condemn this part of the book. 

He produces indeed abundance of learning upon the 
fubject, and explains fome things which in another place 
might have deferved explaining, fuch as the ideas of the 
ancients on horofcopes, and other fancies of judicial aftro- 
logy; but all this is, in this place, learning thrown away, 
fince it is employed to fupport ideas perfectly inadmiflible,, 
Who can poflibly be brought to believe that the fign Capri- 
corn as conneéted with the nativity of Auguftus, and that 
of the Lion, as adopted by Antony, are alluded to in the two 
following lines ? 


“* Ipfx lacte domum referent diftenta CAPELLA 
Ubera; nec magnos metuent armenta Leones.” 


Such frigid conceits would expofe the poet to univerfal con. 
tempt, inftead of that admiration to which he has always been 
juftly entided, ‘That, in marking the particular periods of 
the a child’s age, the fictitious Siby! might be intended 
to allude to events which happened in Pierens parts of the life 
of O&avius, is highly probable. Nor can the lines, which 
point out the remains of guilt under the boyhood of this child, 
and the breaking out of frefh wars at that time be: better 
explained, probably, than by {uppofing that they allude to the 
civil wars between Cafar and Pompey, who may be the 
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«© magnus Achilles”’ of the Poet, but, beyond this kind of 
eafy and temperate allufion, nothing is credible. Concerning 
the more minute applig.tions here attempted, we fill agree 
with Heyne as quoted by Mr. P., “ Adverfatur hoc vatici- 
niorum indoli et nature, in quibus fummum tantum rerum 
caput et ipfum f.ctum prediftionem conflituit; reliqua 
omnia funt phantafmata poetica,” &c. The fifth and fixth 
chapters therefore, on which unfortunately the author feems 
particularly to ag himfelf, we fhould be glad to fee entirely 
——— as their lamentable weaknefs counterbalances the 
effeét of the preceding parts which are really flrong. 

Of the feventh or concluding chapter, we can {peak with 
general commendation. The author very properly points 
out the various Sidy!s fron whom the Sibylline Oracles were: 
colle&ted ; and among them a Judzan Sibyl, from whom. pro- 
bably the intimation drawn from the genuine Hebrew pro- 
phecies, were derived, All this part is found and good; 
though we fhould not lay fo much ftrefs as Mr. P. does upon 
the diftinét predittions relating to the rife of the Roman 
Empire, and the birth of the Meffiah. This however is only 
matter of opinion, and affeéis not the general principle of 
inte: pretation. 

The author has with great propriety, prefixed the Eclogue 
itfelf to his obfervations upon it; and he has fubjoined a 
tranflation of his own, zecommodated to his own fyflem. The 
tran{lation is good in itfelf, nor fhould we objeét to it, except 
where it 1s ma'e to allude to his aftrolog:cal hypothefis, thus 
* Jam redit et Virgo,” which plainly alludes to the return of 
Aftrea on juflice. he renders ** the Virgin rules,” meanin 
the confteliaion Virgo as predominant in the horofcope of the 
Hero. It is true, that he allows it to imply the other alfo; 
but we cannot be equally complaifant, and muft deny the 
aflological, while we edmit the moral, meaning. We fhall 
give a fpecimen from this part, beginning where he fup- 
poles the predi€tion to begin, from che 5th line,- 


*€ [e's term attain’d, and refluent to iAefooree, 
Lo! Time’s vaft tide begins anew its courte, 

‘Lhe Virgin rules ; fee Saturn's reign reviv'd ! 

And a new offspring from high heav’nderiv’d, . # 
That boy by whom the iron race fhall ceafe, §- 
And yield the world to golden days of peace. 
O chafte Lucina! thou but fpeed his birth, 
And io! thine own Apollo rules the Earth ! 
Pollio ! thine eye fhall fee the youth affume 


That proudeit glory of his mighty doom ; 
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And the new Age its fplendid courfe thall date 
From the bright epoch of thy confulate ! 
Thenceforth, of confcious crime if aught remainy 
Awaken’d mercy fhall remit the pain, 

To hima Life, the Life of Gods is giv’n, 

Born to hold converfe with the powers in heav’n ; 
While, o’er a peaceful and a fmiling earth, 

He fways the fceptre in his father’s worth.”’ 


Probably the eclogue was not written quite fo early as this 
author conjeétures, namely, in the very year fubfequent to the 
Confulate of Pollio. It is hardly probable that fuch high 
compliments were paid to Auguftus till his power was more 
fully confirmed, perhaps not till after the batule of AGtium: 
but even then his commencement would naturally be dated 
from the peace of Brundufium in that Confulate. It is but juft 
to fay, that. feveral important points of collateral information 
are well made out in this volume. Such is the double celebra- 
tion of the Scular Games by Auguftus in the years of Rome 
715 and 737, with the reafons for it, and the confequent efta- 
blifhment of ‘* tempore prifco’’ in the Carmen Seculare of 
Horace, inftead of tempore facro,” ver. 4. p. 181. Alfo the 
conjeétural account of the imperfeét {tate of the Poem of Ma- 
nilius, and the reafon for its being unnoticed by the ancients. 
The Lions of Antony, as his charatteriftic badge, feem hkewife 
to be well eftablifhed*; though we cannot allow that they are 
alluded toin the **nec magnos metuent armenta Leones.’ The 
work is, on the whole, extremely honourable to the talents and 
learning of the author, and would in our opinion have been 
much more fo, had not his ambition carried him too far, and 
engaged him to feek interpretations which were not wanted, 
a cannot in faét be maintained. Had he adhered to his one 
great point of elucidation, he would have done admirably well, 
and wuuld have gained much more attention ft, 





) , * Particularly in page 400. 

+ We do not obferve, in the variety of matters here introduced, 
any material error, except in quoting ‘* Dimidium imperium’' 
twice, in Virgil’s imputed epigram, inftead of divifum. P. 300 
and 305. Ii isnot Latin, in that form, 





22 = Philofophical Tranfaétions for 1809. Part II. 


Art. IV. eas bac pubdate haaibe of the Royal Society of 
London.’ For the Year, 1809. Part Il, 4to. 380 pp. 
G. and W. Nicol. 1809. 


Ov arrear with this important work is {till heavy, and 
the articles which it contains are not of a nature to be 
paffed over in a carelefs manner. 


X. On. Platina and Native Palladium from Brajfil.. By. 
William Hyde Wollafton, M. D. Sec. R.S. 


It is now about fixty years fince Platina was firft dif- 
covered in Spanifh America, and tll very lately it was fup- 
pofed to be a metal peculiar to that country. The re- 
fearches of M. Vauquelin, however, have fhown that it is 
fometimes to be found in the filver ores of Efframadura ; 
and in. the paper now before us we are prefehted with the 
analyfis of a fpecimen of this extraordinary metal from the 
Brafils. 

The inflexible obftinacy with which Platina refifls the ac. 
tion of fire and the acids, feems to promife, that at one time 
or other it will prove of the utmoft utility in the arts, which 
renders every inquiry into is nature and properties highly 
interefling. , 

- The {pecimen analyfed by Dr. Wollafton was in appear. 
ance whiter than the Peruvian platina, the grains were 
rougher, more angular, and evidently fragments of larger 
aati but little worn at the furfaces. They appeared to 
be free from iron and from any admixture of thofe metals 
which have been difcoverd in the Peruvian ore. But they 
contained a few fragments of native palladium and fome 
old, which laft metal, we believe, is never found in platina 
Cecugie from Peru. 


XI. On a Native Arfenite of Lead. By the Rev. William 
Gregor, communicated by Charles Hatchett, Efq. F. R.S. 


The Mineral which forms the fubje& of this paper was. 
raifed in a very rich copper mine called Huel Unity in the 
parifh of Gwennap in Cornwall, it was found at the jun&tion 
of two {mall lodes or veins 50 fathoms below the furface. 

This ore is mixed with native copper, very rich grey cop- 
per, and black copper ore. It cryftallizes in hexahedra} 
prifms, generally terminated by a plane, but fometimes by a 
taper fixefided pyramid. In colour it refembles the Brafilian 
Topaz, or brown {ugar candy. It varies in hardnefs, but is 

fometimes 
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fometimes fufficiently. hard’ to feratch glafs. Its fpecific 
gravity at a temperature of 50° is 6.41. 

Expofed- to heat upon a gold. fpoon it melted into. a 
brownifh yellow mafs, but fuffered no further change by, ig- 
mtion. Heated upon: charcoal: it- was: rapidly decompofed, 
arfenical vapors: were extricated, and the lead was reduced to 
its metallic ftate. 

After reducing the ore to a fine powder and decompoling 
it by a folution of pure potafh, (proper precautions being 
ufed to prevent the folition of lead by the alkali along with 
the arfenic acid): the arfemite of potath was decompofed: by 
nitrate of lead, the refult was an arfenite of lead confilting: 
of known proportions, and from hence the quantity af 
arfenic acid in the ore was ‘determined to be 26+ per cent. 
The oxide of lead thus deprived of its arfenic by the potafh, 
was then diffulved in nitric acid ane precipitated by fulphate 
of foda in the flate of fulphate of lead. Betides thefe ingredi- 
ents, the author found that this ore contained a poruon of 
muriatic acid, and fmall but variable portions of iron and’ 
filicas The quantity of muriatic actd was determined, by 
diffolving the ore in nitric acid, and precipitating it by mus 
riate of filver. : 

From thefe experiments, which appear to have been con- 
du€ed with great care and accuracy, Mr. Gregor thinks 
he is authorized in concluding that the foffil, which is the 
fubjeét of this paper, is an arfenite of lead; and that the 
relative proportion of its confhituent parts are oxide of 
lead, 69.76.—Arfenic acid, 26,40.—Muriatic acid, 1.58.— 
befides a fmall portion of filica and oxide of iron, or alumina: 
and copper, which are fometimes found in the analylis of this 
foffil, but which are not effential to it. 


“ The exiftence of a minute portion of muriatic acid as a con. 
ftant ingredient of it, is,’’ fays Mr. G., ** a curious fat. And’ 
r: is fll more curiows when we confider it in conneétion with 
the analogy that, in this particular, it maintains with che natural 


phofphats of lead.”’ 


XII. An Anatomical Account of the Squalus Maximus (of 
Linneus) which in the Structure of its Stomach forms an inter- 
mediate Link in the Gradation ef Animals between the Whale tribe 
and cartilaginous Fifbes. By Everard Home, Efq. F.R 8. 


The fith deferibed in this paper was caught in a herring 
het belonging to the fifhermen of Haftings. Being broug t 
to fhore on the followin day, a drawing was made of it, b 
Mr. Clift, confervator of the Hunterian Mufeum ; and fach 
parts 
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parts of it as appeared more particularly deferving of notice 
wese fent to London.! / 


*¢ The fith is a male, thirty-fix feet fix inches long, from the 
anterior part of the head to the longeft extremity of the tail, and 
about nine feet from the extreme point of the dorfal fin to the 
middle line of the belly. ‘The tkin is of a dirty blue, or light 
flate colour ; as rough as a new file, in the direction from the tail 
to the head, but having a fattiny feel in the oppofite direCtion. 
On the belly the tkin is white, thick, and very ftrong. The 
mouth is about five feet from one angle to the other, ‘There are 
fix rows of teeth towards the middle of the jaw ; but in the other 
parts they are lefs numerous. The teeth are {mall, round, 
conical, very pointed, and bent a little inwards.’ P. 206. 


On the bones of this filh Mr. Home remarks,— 


«« No part of the fkeleton can be faid to he perfe&tly formed 
bone, although the fcull, whith defends the brain, the upper 
and under jaws, and the vertebrx, contain bony matter, the vere 
tebrz, however, in much the fmalleft proportion.” 


The flomach contained feveral pail-fuls of pebbles, a 
quantity of mucus, and a fmall portion of the {pawn of an 
univalve. The liver yielded about three hogfheads of oil. 
No gall bladder was difcovered. 


«© The Squalus Maximus,’’ fays Mr. H., ‘* appears in many 
refpects to be fimilar in its tiru€ture to the fhark, but it differs 
eflentially from it in the form of the ftomach, and in that refpec& 
forms an intermediate link between the fhark and whale. It 
probably lives on nearly the fame kind of food as the whale.” 


The author concludes his paper by a comparifon of this 
animal with the drawing and d:fcription of one thrown on 
fhore on one of the Orkney Iflands in O&ober, 1808, and 
called a Sea Snake. The comparifon is ably drawn and well 
worth the attention of all believers in Mermaids and Mer- 
men. It fhows with what extreme caution naturalifls fhould 
admit of the exiftence of unufual animals, upon the mere 
defcription of ignorant and credulous people. wr 


XIII. On an Improvement in the Manner of dividing Aftroe 
nonical Inflruments. By Henry Cavend fo, Efq. F.R.S. 


*€ The great inconvenience in the common method of dividing 
arifes from the danger of bruifing the divifions by putting the 
point of the compafs into them, and from the difficulty of placing 
that point md-way between two feratches very near together 
witnout flipping towards one of them.’ 


To 
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To remedy this inconvenience, the late Mr. Cavendith 

ropofed in this paper, that inftead of two points to the 
ton compafs, only one wee fhould be ufed and a microf- 
cope be fubflituted for the other. The method propofed is 
ingenious in theory, but we fear not likely to be pra&tifed 
with advantage. The paper concludes with three different 
methods of quinquefeéting an arc. 


XIV. On a Methed of examining the — of Aftronomical 
Inflruments. By the Rev. William . A.M. F.R.S. 
Lowndes Profefjor of Aftronomy in the Univerfity of Cambridge. 
S a Letter to the Rev. Dr. Mafkelyne, F.R.S. Aftronomer 

oyal. 


There never was a period when the divifion of Aftrono- 
mical Inftruments was carried to fo great a degree of per. 
feftion as the prefent. Indeed, if daily inflances did not 
occur to the contrary, one would fuppo‘e it impoflible for 
man to divide with any degree of certainty to the ten thou- 
fandih pait of an inch. 

But notwithftanding this /urprifing, and to the credit of 
our Englifh artilts be it remembered, not uncommon degree 
of accuracy, a good obferver will always view his inflru- 
ment with a jealous eye, and hefitate at placing implicit 
confitence in it until he has proved its excellence. The 
young Aftronomer, therefore, will feel himfelf under no in. 
confiderable obligation to Profeffor Lax for having pointed 
out a convenient method of fo doing. 

The Inftrument examined by Mr. Lax was a two feet 
aft:onomical circle made by Mr. Cary, we believe in every 
refpeét fimilar to the one defcribed by the Rev. Mr. Wole 
laiton in the Philofophical Tranfaétions for the year 1793. 

To the circle to be examined and concentric with it a 
brafs arc of rather more than 90° in length is applied.— 
On this arc flides an upright pillar having a micrometer 
microfcope fixed to it in a flanting dire€tion, by means of 
which, and one of the microfcopes of the inftrument, any 
arc not exceeding 95° may be meafured as with a beam- 
compafs. From a comparifon: of different meafures, taken 
in this way, the maihematician will find no difficulty in de- 
ducing the error of each divifion. To the praétical Aftroe 
nomer, however, we recommend a perufal of the paper it- 


felf, of which a correét idea cannot be conveyed in a fhort 
abfiraét. 


_ XV. On the Identity of Columbium and Tantalum. By Wile 
kam lyde Willaften, M, D. See. R.8S, ) 


le 4 
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ck. hadloug beer fufpeéted that Columbium,and.‘Lantalum 

were.in, faét the fame fubftance, The, Paper now before.us 

_ efeems to prove.thid fuffpiciom to, have béen.well founded... 
‘Having procured,a/{pecimen of Lamalite; from 

and-of Columbie from, Mr. Hatchet, ard the Truflecs 





the Britith Mafeum, Dr. Wollafen..pro 
them together, and found themfo. fimilar.in.ex 


ter, that one might eafily be tn for the other. By. 
avialyfis-alfo'thefe) bodies | were -fountd toconifift 6f the fame 
three ingredients,..4 white: oxide ‘combined. with:tron sari 


Manganefe, in\ very’ fimilar proportions. 


“¢"The produéts obtained ‘from’ five grains 6f coheailite, after 
being heated to rednefs, were nearly 
‘White oxide 4gtaine 
Oxide of Iron: : 
Oxide of M anganefe é 
but it.cannot be fuppofed Py proportions. deduced . from. experi- 
ments made on fo -afcale can,be beg! depended gpon, 
although the properties of bodies may be fo » nearly as 
well as when larger quantities are employed. 
“-An equal weight of tantalite taken from a f{pecimen, of 


awhich, the fpecific ‘gravity~ of 7,8, yielded by the fame treats 


ment 
r . White oxide “4 (grains 
Oxide of Iron _ ba me 
Oxide of Manganefe ‘fg’ Pu 2g8s 


The white oxides from each of thefe--minerals ; appear to 
the author of . this paper to poffels exaétly: the fame ichemical 
roperties. 


: ‘The only. fitiking difference. between. them is: in thein {pes 


cific: ia which is too) great er 
But Dr. Wellafton. feems.to: think that, this, cireutmfance 


muft be. attributed to.a different, degree of joxidation, orto 
aflual cavities in the mais. of: Columnbiter or ito the iste and 


mode, of aggregation. 


Hyde Watehat i tty 5 . 


This inflrament is fubfidiary to the ufe of cry yfidllogta x 
being intended to afcertain the” jer Yisncibohs ‘of the, 
external forms of cryftals, or the relative pofition of thole 
furlaces-which are’expofed by fra€tare. 

The inflrument is well contrived, and is certainly capable 
of great accuracy efpecially when. the .releftiod’ is umade 


from a ie ioe ) By men of the ingenious. invert ; 
tor 
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tor has been‘ enabled to ‘cotrect’a miftuke re fpeRting ‘the ik- 
clination of the furfaees - a enw wea cryftal of carbonate'of 
-fimé, ‘which ‘with “grea ‘precifion ‘has “been 
facie be 10" 28°40" bur eich: aoauna athe 
vif not decurately 105°, sate tv ‘the: 5 genset 


ton and Huyghéns‘on chit fu 
aoe U. Continuation of Experiments for invefligating the 


of coloured ngs. .and. other 5 eepranees th @ 
ym ay Bove ‘pee ig tte R.S oe 


In -a former *paper (publithed: in 1807,) ‘Dre ‘Herfohel 
had ‘pointed ont Various ‘ways of prodacing coloured Rings 
between furfaces in contact, ‘and’ pentaeendel to: prove 
thet tho fe furfaces adlotve'are’concerned in their prodaétion. In 
othe paper now ‘before us, he ‘fhows by experiment, that ‘their 
appearance’in'the forth ‘of Rings has been ‘owing ‘to war 
having only ufed 'fpherical curves’ to’produce them. 

Having gtound one fide 6f a-plate of glafs intova cylin. 
drial eu, arid’ poliflyed ‘it, “he ‘placed it in ‘conta& witha 
flip of platie -glals +a" beautiful fer‘of ‘coloured ftreaks iti- 
ftantly : réd. “The ‘broadéft of them ‘was ‘at ‘the line 
of ‘contatt the ‘colours of ‘the ‘fireaks were ‘fimilar ‘to 
thofe in the: , ‘atid they ‘were ‘in the ‘fame mannér 
changeable by ‘pteffure‘us in them. 'Fheir ‘order ‘was like- 
‘wife'the faine, if we reckon ‘from the ‘line of ‘contaét, ‘as 
‘with ‘rings We do from 'the'céritre. | So that thefeiftreake’ dife 
fered in’no'refpeet from “rings, oe eer lane inftead 
Of citeblar Urrangément, 

Two cylindrical furfaces being brought into conte 
fongitudinally, ‘the “fireaks’ appeared ‘cOnitraéted, which is 
pet the effet ‘produced ‘on: wings ‘by: the’ contaét ‘Of two 






I furfades. 
“A double cofivex ‘lenis bein placed u ‘the cylindrical 
piece df ghafs «* rodectil'a sel neg eeeo y 


encompafled with gradually: vauifiiiig ‘rings of the: 


figiire.”” By ‘ehangie “the’ foeal h*of the letis, ‘the. 
excentticity of the “ellipfe was’ varied at pleafyre "a Jetis 
“of 55*inches ave rd oe ) flattened, + atid’ Otte 
of hy get spe nearly % Mi g's 
‘thei 106k ‘a of Miéa,‘w had va 
Sere: 


vety ‘gloffy ‘but: itregn anid »phicinig’'a’ 94 inch 
os ieee Rod! uh : Of B. : 


Rad baad Sha won tray, dllowing >the | ann 


Similar experiments were pre upon the irregular furface 
of ifland cryftal and other fubftances, all which gave the | 

‘refults, From thefe experiments therefore, Dr. 
Herfchell 
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Herfchell very jufily infers, that irregular curves produce 
He next proceéds’ to thow that curved furfaces are re« 
ired for producing thefe coloured appearances, and that 

cannot prvgan between the plane furiaces of two 
Oo 


Parallel pieces of gla’s applied to one another. 
Having fhown that the configuration of the coloured phx- 
nomena is to be attributed folely to the form of the two ef- 
fentil furfaces, and offered fume remarks on the Newtonian 
prifmatic blue bow, and on a fimilar prifmatic red bow not 
mentioned by Newton, the author proceeds to explain the 
manner in which he conceives the rings are uced and 
the caufe of their arrangement. 7 
Nothing can be more entertaining than optical experi. 
ments, and thofe given by Dr. Herfchel are well feleéted 
and diftin&ly defcribed. We were in. hopes, therefore, 
that at the conclufion of this paper a fatisfa&tory folution of 
thefe remarkable phanomena would have been given :—but 
how great was our difappointment on finding that every thing 
was to be referred to acritical feparatien of the rays of light. 
Of what ufe this new term in {cience can be, we are at a lofs 
to difcover. We call it a new term, for it evidently cortef- 
ponds precifely in meaning to what Newton calls the dimzts 
of refraétien. Dr. Herlchel’s folution therefore prefenis 
nothing in reality new. . The great difcoverer of the hetero- 
genous nature of light, taught the fel!-fame doctrine in more 
appropriate terms; but he had the. fagacity to. perceive that 
reflexion alone was not fufficient to account for ai/ the phe- 
nomena. | 
In fa&t, Dr. Herfchel does not appear to have duly con- 
fidered Newton’s reafoning on the aie of .colours by 
reflexion, nor his hypothefis of eafy fits of tranfmiffion and 
‘reflexion. We wiil admit that Newton explains his hypo- 
thefis fomewhat obfcurely, but nothing can -be better con- 
du&ted than the experiments which led him ‘to. that -hy- 
pothefis, His reafoning too on.this as on all other fubj 
is clear and sgh Nor can any. thing be more dif- 
tin&tly made out than the general. inference which-he draws 
from them.—*‘* That sy pts of . refle€tion sagt os in- 
"pinging of light on the folid or impervious | _badies, 
te that a reflexion or tranfmiffion p aba ves the con- 
Ritution, of the medium on.:which it is projeded,” and 
** that- bodies refle&t and, refraét light by.one-and the fame 
power, varoudy exercifed in. various circumftances.” 


. 


si 


4 
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XV Ll. Ani Account ofa Calculus from the buman Bladder, 
of uncommon Magnitude. . By Sir James Earle, F.R.S. . 


. This Calculus, perhaps the largeft wie, found in the. hu- 
man body, weigh 44 OZ, avoii It was taken from 
Sit Walter Ogilvie, who Mer fut bring moft excruciatin 

in, fubmitted a fhort time before his death to an unfucc 

| attempt, to -extraét it, Thetexture of it was different 
from the generality of calculi, and appeared to contain more 

animal matter.’ Te is exactly deferibed and analyzed in the 

“paper, atid is reprefemed on two plates. 


Pe Oe Betetioniit Mater. By George Pousf 


“The numerous. varieties of expeétorated matter are. ar. 
"ranged. and, charadterized by Dr. P, under feven. different 
heads ; which. he feparately confiders and examines... After 
sdeferibieg with care the extern] charagters of thele. fub- 
yftances,,fuch as:fmell, tafte, weight, compared with water, and 
-prlodiaibess examined witha microfcope, the author 
o examine them, 1. By the agency of Caloric; . 
agency of Alcohol; 3. With Water; 4. By 
Bb a: Acid; 5. By Experiments with: Sides ctetes yjedts,: 
From thefe experiments, which are long, and iste h-ex- 
“tremely ufeful, are not Jikely to imerefl the generality of 
our readers, Dr. P. diaws the following conclu casas 


1, That the various kinds of expeCtorated matter contain the 
fame ingredients; and differ merely in the proportion of them to 
\ one anovher. 
‘© 9. That they confift of water impregnated with feveral 
and earthy bodies, and a coagulable or albuminous oxide, ufually 
. @mountin 00, ages 5 or 6 per cent of the expectorated matter. 






pregnating {ubftances are ‘plata of Soda » Potath, 
‘Prati oF of, Was Ammonis aoe y to the Phofphoric 
Phofphate perhaps of carbonate it Lines Lime, a 


Sulphate, vitrifiable matter, or | rehs Silica and oxide of ra. 
‘* 4. That the different ftates of .confiftence of expettorated 


— are owing to the proportion of albuminous or. coagulable 
oxide, 


“ 5. The thieker the matter the fmaller is commonly found to 
be the quantity of faline impregnation.’’ 


Dr. Pearfon dink’ that alParitinal’ aids’ contain am. 
not fo much ‘potafh or miuriate of foda as the ex- 


K pegtorated 


BRIT. CKIT. VOL. XL. AUG. 1612. | 
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Etorated fecretions defcribed in this paper. He alfo thinks 
“more "probhbfe 4hat the circulating and: fecreved ‘Huids 

fhould be impregnated with potafh than with fodav Xe 


. XX ‘. On the Mirahtions of hon, a Eltisjoids. © By 
enry 


James Tvsry, A.M, communicated by Brougham, Ejq. 
» * R §. | iy 4 nm e 
‘Mr. Ivory prefaces his paper by obfeeving, ‘that vm 


dog od incl 
» © The theory of the figures of the planets involves.in it two 
diftin refearches. In the fit of thefe, it is required to deter. 
min: the force with which a body, of a given figure and denfity, 
would attra a particle of matter, nary any . 
‘editidn : it the 'facond,)" the -fabjelt” of -ie¥elligacion te 
figure itfelf, which a mafs of matter, wholly or-parthy fluid, 
would affume by the joint effe& of. the mutual attraction.of its 
particles, and a centrifugal fogce, arifing from a rotatory ‘motion 
‘about its axis. To render the fecond of thefe inquiries more! ex. 
“actly conformable to what reve takes place in natufe, the ih- 
“fluence of the attraétions of the feveral bodies, that compote the 
planetary fyftem, ought to be fuperadded to the forces already 
mentioned.  ‘ It is the firft of thefe two refeatches,’?: he adds, 
_ ** of which we propofe to treat at prefent ; and we thall. ev 
_confine our attention to bodies, bounded by te 
furfaces of the fecond order.” P. 345. HSA auots A 


Aft-r giving an hiftorical account of inveftigationa on this 
fubje€t by Newton, Maclaurin, Le Gendre, and La’ Plate, 
the reft of Mr. Ivory’s ‘paper is taken up in the analyti¢al 
inveftigation of a curious problem drawn from the laft-author, 
in the management of which he has fhown. much i y 
and addrefs, ‘This part of the paper occupies more, 20 
pages, and does not admit of abridgment. 4. 


~ XXII. Obfervations on Albumen and fome other animal 
Fluids, with Remarks on their Analy fis by eleétro-chemical De- 
compofitien. By Mr. William Brande, F.R.S. communicated 
by the Society for the Improvement of Animal Chemiftry. Sh 


- The firft part of this:paper contains obfervations on mucus, 
and the ciepolion of liquidalbamen. | | 
The Mucus contained 1n faliva, that from the trachea, ahd 
that from the oyfter were examined, But Mr. 
finding that the reagents ufually employed for this pu 
(nitrate of filver and acetate of lead) a& principally: upon 
the falts which it contains, and not merely upon the {ecretipn 
itfelf, was obliged to-devile fome other of depriving 
it 
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it of its faline ingredients, fuch’ as thould riot» affe& «the 
mucus. Decompofition by electricity: immediately oceurred 
to. him as the moft likely means of obtaining his obje&t.:) “T 

The voltaic battery was ee wrhaview 
of extracting the acids and alkalies, the one at one’ pole the 
other at'the other. ‘But ‘the effe€t produced ‘was’very: diffe~ 
rent from what had been expeéted, a confiderable ' coagula« 
tion of albumen taking place at the’ vé poles9 & Sve 

‘This refult,” fays Mr. B., ‘*I mentioned toy Mrs 


Davy, who immediately offered an explanation of it, by fap. 


pofing the fluidity of albumen to depend’ wpom the 
of alkaline matter, the feparation ‘of which at the negative 
pole would cau‘e it to affume a folid form.”’» On. this 
ound Mr. Brande’s experiments were inftituted, and tend 
ongly to eftablifh his opiuion, which the author afierwards 
found to be the opinion of Dr. Thomfon, fuggetted in thie 
Chemifiry, vol. v. pe ett NO BO 
The coagulation of albumen by aleohol and by:acids: is 
explained, "he obferves, by fuppo oe the albumen’ in 
pafling’ from the liquid to the folid ftate gives its alkalivta 
the alcohol. ( eM lérse8¥ nad 
To determine the nature and quantity of -alkalirie matter 
Contaitied in liquid albumen, fume water invwhich the white 
of an egg ‘had been “boiled and macerated was expofed to the 
ation of a powerful battery, and eleétrified through the mes 
diam of 4 cup of water on each ‘fide during the {pace of one 
hour.—On being examined, the fluid-on the negative: fide 
was' fotind to contain a quantity of nearly. pure foda, and. 
thaton the pofitive fide, a fmall portion of: albumen»and 
a little mitriatic acid. tell mt 
In-the fecond fe€tion containing obfervations on the come 


eee of fome animal fluids: containing albumen, Mrs — 


rande prefents us with the.analyfis of faliva, mucus of the 
oyfler, mucus of the trachea, &c. of bile, milk, the liquor 
af the amnios and: pus... In all thefeexperiments, which 
were conduéted much in the fame er as the preceding, 
larger portions of albumem. wesedilcovered than could be 
deteéted by heat alone. 3 Rae ae Pe 


XXIT. Hints on’ the Subje&t’ of Animal: Sécretions, “By 
Everard Home, Bq. F.R.§. communicated ‘by the Sucitty for 





the Improvement o Animal hemi) ye 7 m , 
The ‘brilliant difeovery of Mr. Davy of the power of 
electricity to produce chemical changes, it feems, firitf 
gelted to Mi. Home the idea ore the animal fecretions mi © 
2 
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be prodiiced by the {ame means ;—and he was fill further — 
éonfirmed in tHis ‘opinion by caati-niogenie firucture of the 
0 


Torpedo and Eleétrical Fel. . Foy a voltaic battery, as this 

tlemen obferves, may be faid to exift in both thefe animals. > 

n both, the paris connected with the electrical organ. abound 

with nerves; and the well known experiment oi the crural 

nerves of a frog proves that nerves arranged with malcles 

have a power of accumulating and communicating, elec- 
tribhys: bone ‘ AG). bo 

There, are alfo feveral circumftances in the flru€kure and 
arrangement of animal bodies, which do not appear-at all ap- 
plicable: 10 the purpofes.of common fenfation, and whofe 
ules have not even been: devifed. The organs of fecietion are 
principally’ made up of arteries and, veins, but, there is 
nothing in the different modes in which thefe veffels ramify, 
that can in any way account for the changes in the, blood, 
out of which the fecretions arife;, thele organs are alfo 
abundantly fupplied with nerves. 

With a view to determine how far.any changes could be 
produced in the blood by eleétricity, at all fimilr to fecre- 
tion, feveral experiments were made by Mr. Brande, all 
of which ‘fhow that a low’ negative power of. electricity 

arates from the ferum of the blood an alkaline folution of 
albumen, and. that alow pofitive power feparates albumen 
with acids and the faks of the blood. That with one degree 
of paweralbumen is feparated in a folid form with a lefs 

ee in.a fluid fiate. tie 
e mult .confefs thefe fafls feem to indicate that animal 
fecretions are produced by the agency of ele€tricity ; andthe 
only dificuky of arriving at complete proof appears to 
be this, that nature performs her work by fuch gentle.but 
continually operating means, as are not eafily to be imitaedb 
art. 


| XXILML.On the comparative Influence of Male and Female 
Parents on their Offspring. By Thomas Andrew Knight, Efqs 
F. . ex i — to the Right Hon. Sir Jofeph Banks, Bart. 
K. B. P. RS. - 


. \Linnzus. conceived that the charagter of the male parent 
predominates in the exterior parts both of plants and animals, 
and the fame opinion has been generally entertaibed by more 
modern naturalifts. But Mr. Knight is convinced that the 
contrary 1s the cafe, and in this paper.endeavours to prove 
that the offspring in the animal, as.well as in the vegetable 
; . creation, 
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creation, more frequently refembles the female than the male 
parent, | 
ed In the profecution of this inquiry, Mr. Knight made many 
experiments on fruit trees, perticuleeh ‘on the apple, the rer 
fults of which were all alike. s from the cultivated 
apple impregnated by the Siberian crab produced larger fruit 
than thofe of the crab impregnated by ftamina taken “frém 
the cultivated fruit. But the fruit thus produced bore more 
refemblunce to the male than to the female parent. - t 
The intermixtures which take place among domeftic 
animals, as jt obliterates all hereditary and permanent ¢ha- 
ra€ter, renders it very. difficult to determine whether the off. 
{pring bears the greater refemblance to the male or female 
arent, For it muft be obferved, that Mr. K. does not con- 
fine the comparifon to the individual parent, but extends it 
to the whole line of anceftors, or, if we may be allowed the 
expreffion, ‘to the national chatatter of the parent. = > 
here is one particular; however, in which the remark 
feems to hold good, even when -reftrained to the individual 
parent, namely, in the fex of the offspring, the power of de+ 
ciding which appears to 'refide entirely‘in thefemale: °° | 
Mr. Knight ‘is of opinion that'the influence’ of the female 
ml great in oviparous animalsas amongft the viviparous 
tribes. Po WAM gene ) ) 


XXIV. On the Effed? of Wehterly Winds in raifing the Level 

Be ae Channel. In a Letter tothe Right Hon. Sir Jofep 

- s, Barts Ko Bs P.ROSo By James Rennell, © 
~R.S, ae | 


In a former paper of * Obfervations on thé Carrent that 
often prevails to "the weftward of Scilly,” Majer Rennell 
““flightly noticed -the effe& of flrong wefterly’ winds, in 
 raifing the level of the Britith Channel; and ‘he’ efcape of 

the fuperincumbent*waters through the ftrait of Dover into 
the then lower Je¥élof the North Sea.” hae 

The lofs of the’ Britannia Eaft Indiaman on the Goodwin 
Sands impreffed this fa&t more ftrongly on the author’s mind, 
and” fe dnabttatnd Alo doubt of that difafter having been oc- 
cafioned by a currént produced by the running off of the 
accumulated weters; a violent gale from the weftward then 
prevailing... Aadtisie eet bil 
' “ The thick weath enting a view of the lights, the 
pilot was left walle penis “and the lead Ae hes 
it was concladed that the thip was quite clear of the Goodwin, 
fhe ftruck on —e ot a ¢ 
iy ote 
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thofe fands, . This difference between the reckoning (after due 
allowance being made for the tides} and ‘the’ attual 'pofition, 
Major R. concludes, was owing to the northerly ftream of 
wuttene which ng t thethip, when the drifted to the dack or 
eaftern fide of the Goodwin,” P. 400, | Sin 

We iecarn from this paper, that during ftrong winds from 
the weft. and Jouth weft, the tide in the, mouth of the chans 
nel rifes..ten feet higher than ufual, and that the flood-tide 
is protraéted an hour or more beyond the ufual ume. 


“XXV. OnRefpiration, By William Allen, Ef. FORS. 
hid Willy: Blapledion Pepys; Rigs Be RsSi 029 03 


In ja. former, paper. prefented by, thefe gentlemen to. the 
Royal Society it was. ihown,. that a confiderabic quantity ‘of 
azote w.s evolved whenoxygen, gas nearly, pure wes refpired, 
The objeft. of the. experiments detailed a» the prefent paper 
is to alcertoin. what portion of the, azote fo evolved is to be 
attributed vo the refidual, ges.in the lungs, and whether the 
inereafe be unitorm thoughout the. Jateer, flages of the exe 
periment, ov foiely confined.4o.the earlier periods. 6. 
| From ten, experiments. made. for the fole purpofe of Ai 
termining, this point, i appeared that out of 2668 cubic 
inches of oxygen infpired, only 2544 we expired in 
thirteen minutes, fo that there remained a deficiency of | 24 
nThe ai oxpived Bs RTE bed 
: air expired, examined. in the manner ed 
ia the former paper, gave the following refulis -—. i ‘ 





« Time, ucreafe 0 e. 
M? D: , i wich sn 
2.18 4rg8. ng ns: 
1.18 ba 4 20.58) yvudgil?* 
1.18 ‘BM vobods onthe 
228 zis rol > ‘ SP rraegii off 
6.30 Ef yp MAB lo At ot 
9 TST Cealisic ma éhne?- 
13+ minutes, tu th 1004 cubic inches.!? 








: we MTs & va 
**: From the above flatement we may fee that 
of azote goes on diminifhing,” and Mote A. 






fometimes even found that, towards the gale of an 
it has been almoft reduced to nothing, : et 
Hence arifes a queftion, Is this inereafe. of azote owing 


to the refidual gas contained in the lungs a ithe, beginning 
i oO 
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ofthe experiment, or is a portion uf oxy a€lually ex. 
changed for azote, ‘when bade cgi Qus expired ? ax. 

The capacity of the human lungs, inferred from thefe and. 
the formes experimetits, Varies from 133 to 236 cubic inehes, 
(a'difference which, bythe bv indicates no litledefifee of uncer- 
tainty in the experiments themfelves). The mean refult gives 
a.capacity of 184 inches, but this is.evidently greater than the 
truth, _“* For the lungs of a flout. man 5 feet 10 inches high: 
taken from the body not long alter death, and in.a found: 
fate,’’ were found incapable of containing more than 108 cubic 
inches. ..How then. are. we to account for the difference, 
amounting to 76 inches ? : } 

In anfwer to this query, thefe gentleman fay, ** We are- 
then almoft compelled to allow, that when pure oxygen is 
tefpwed, a pordon of azote is given off from the blood,’ ” 

To elucidate the, fyubje& Mell further, :** it. was refolved-to 
pentorts a feries of experiments upon fome anime! which 

ived wholly upon vegeiable food, and a guinea pig, was 
chofen as one of the noit manageable.” | "i i 

The pig was at firft placed im’ aimofpheric air, twice for 
the fpace of 25 minutes, and once for the {pace of one hours 
Out of every,100 cubic inclies from 5 to 5.5 parts of oxygen 
appeared to have been difplaced, and replaced by a like’ 
quantity of carbonic acids, ee ts alt 

_ The pig was next immerfed in a veffel filled with oxygen, 
and a fimall portion of atmofpheri¢ air. Thefe experiments, 
weié continued far one hour and is ays and or 53 

t Cent. of oxygen had dilappeated, and 5 per cent. of azote 

The animal was then placed in a mixture containing 22 
parts of oxvgen and 76 of hydrogen. In’ about three 
quarters of an hour he became very fleepy, but did not ap- 
pear to fuffer any other inconvenience; at the end of 61}. 
m:nutes he was taken out. In a fecond experiment the 
animal remaiued confined tor the (pace of 45 minutes, during 
which time he became very fleepy.. . 

The refuks of all fu. experiments were alike; about 
St fe of the original atmolphere difappeared, and was te~ 
placed bya, mixture of carboni¢ acid and.azote. — 

The foregoing experiments therefore feem to prove, 

: 4) That when atmofphetic air alone is’ refpired, even by an 
animal fubfitting wholly upon -vegetables, no other change takes 
place in it, than‘the fubftiturion of“ certain portion of carbonic 
acid gas, for an equal volume ofoxygen, = =~) 

** 2, That when nearly pure oxygen gas is refpired, a portion 
of, it is mifling at the end of -% experiment, and its piace rt 

+ P 
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ied by ’ correfpondin 3 the, portion evelved 
o's given eg er Ge at a 


peri 

“3. Tha the fame thing takes when, an made, 
to bietthee « dicrane of oie ee ore i: the fore 
mer is latter, a9 


Sy ts he Dae seen 3 
oe in atmofpheric air. 
That an animal is ca eo rei» mi 78 
tts Tyetroge n, and 22 oxygen for more than an ir, without’ 
fue Gering any any apparent inconvenience, 
¢ 5. That the excitability’ of an animal is’ sia diminithed 


whee ‘he breathes any confi te ented wee. of liydrogen i 
or that at leaft it has a ead to pr J 


« 6. That there is reafon to’ prefume an ori evolves lefs 
¢arbonic acid gas during its nits deeping prey in its waking hours: © - 

«4, That the lungs ‘of a Ee eee 
200 cubic inches of air after death.” :P, 447 


— XNVIL. riments on Ammonia, and an peer of a 
New Method of analyzing it, by Combuftion he agen v4 
other Gajes, in @ Lener® to eet 
tc. from William Henry, M. D. R.S. F., 
and Phil. Soc. and PB ian to the Infirmary , at Manche ii 


The extreme labour and tedioufnefs ’ of the. 
of ammonia by eleftricity, induced ‘Dr. ae to att 
the difcovery of a more fummary method of. ‘analy fis. Th 
he found might be effeGted by a mixture of o igen and am- 
moniacal ah for thefe gales, when mingled ina due pro. 
portion, are capably of being detonated over ‘mércur ad an 
eleétric {park, exaétly like a mixture of ‘vital and ii 
ble air. a 
With a greater proportion of pure oxygen gas to ‘Adige 
than that of 3 to I, = of Aiethiibin id pint ad than When 
8 to 1.4 the mixture céafes to be combultible, 
the proportions beft adapted to inflammation are ufed, oxygen 
as may be diluted with fix times its bulk of atmo sf, erical 
air, without Jofing its property of burning Ammonia, 


« Atmofpherical air — however, ee with 
Ammonia in any proportion yet con. 
tinued eleGrization with air Ammonia is at Aha 
it’s hydrogen uniting <i the oxygen of the air, and psn 
water, while the nitroge of Loth campofes compofes a Pereanent, re 


§duum," P. 436, 
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'XXVIL. New: Analytical’ Refearches ‘on’ the Nature’ of 
Certain: Bodies, being an Appendix to the Bakerian Letture 


(1808. -By Humpbrey- Davy, Efy. See R.S. Prof: Ch. RI. 


In the LeQuse to which this paper forms an ix 
Mr. (now Sir Humphrey) Davy, notices a remarkable, cit 
cumftance which occurs in the aétion of potafium on, 


Ammonia, namely, the difa ce of a certain quantity. 
of nitrogene, the oe spr a part of the celta 


into 

T hefe refults were fo extraordinary and fo contrary to 
_ the commonly received doftrines of chemiftry, as to deter, 

My. Davy from offeting any immediate explanation of them. 
He chofe therefore to deliver his ideas on. the fubjeft in the, 
oT i pe propofed, Whether the gas eloped 

o the irl que na the gas dev 
in the firft pan of ‘ibe procefs of the abforption of Ammonia 
by potaffjum is hydrogene, or a new fpecies of inflammable ~ 
setifotes fubfiance, the balis of nitrogene ?" he now replies, 
that it is af So ently the former, 

To the fecond query, namely, “* Whether nitrogene has 
a metallic bafis, which 2 alloy s with the metals empioyed in the 
experiment?” ha verse lefs decided anfwer ;—but fays, 
that the refults be has obtained are negative. 

“ The reft of the paper is up with further enquiries: 
refpeting fulphur and photph prs, Catbonsceous matter and 
muriatic acid; remarks which are valuable ag far as they go, but 
in egies require further inveftigation, 

a oe wn with ‘the: i account of prefents 
ceived ae ts Society, and ot to the Wane 


volume qe 





An. V eas Eccl ; 
“the Bir aaie , 
fury: inw ith the Rife, 








John Laure 
Moefbeim, D.D. -Chane of ; 

‘ Tranflated | from the original Lia fe ie rated fan 
Chronological Tatles; and an Appendix, by. Archibald Mae~ 
laine, D:D. A new Edition; in fix Volumes continued to the 

- end t of the cighteeath Century, - Churles Coote; ase 
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and furnifbed ‘with an additional: Appendix. to'the firft Book, 
_ by the Right Rev. Dr. oy Gleig, of Stirling... 6. vols. 
v 


3]. 8s. Cadell and'Co.;, ingtons.. 18]k.\ , ‘ 
ALTHOUGH Mofheim’s Ecclefiaftical Hiflory was in, 
the hands of the public long before the commencement 
of our critical labours, and though its merits have been appre, 
ciated, wiierever it has been = the fuperiority of this over 
eVery former edition is fach as to entitle it to almioft the fame 
attention from us, as if it were a work entirely new, Could 
we indeed feparate what has been done i Dr. Coote and 
Bifhop Gleig from the labours of Dr. Mofheim and ‘his 
tranflator, fo as to make the reader fully acquainted with, 
the value of the Continuation and the additional Appendix, 
we might be tempted to confine,our remarks to thefe alone; 
but'this being impoffible, we fhall not deviate far from the. 
Spirit of our original pl.n, if we endeavour to aid the, young 
{tudent in forming a proper eftimate of almoft the only work, 
to which young men are now feferred, for a compendious. 
account of the rife and progrefs of the Church of Chrift. 
We hive indeed various concife hiflories of the Church, 
written originally by Jearned countrymen of our own; but 
no one of them’is in fuch general eflimation as Mofheim’s,. 
nor is there perhaps any oe of them entitled to it in all refpeéts, 
chetigt in one or two particulars fome of’ them may be pre-. 
ferdbtes encgapebuekec . 
‘The firl thing that furprifed us, on opening this edition, 
was to find neither the author’s nor the tranflator’s preface. 
Néither perhaps is of much importance to the flpdent of ec=. 
clefiaftical hiftory ; for the author's preface is in a great meas 
fure fuper’eded by the intruduétion, and Dr. Coote’s preface is 
of more value than Dr, Maclaine’s. Still as it is cuflomary, — 
in.new editions of valuable works, to-retain-the prefaces: of 
their original authors, we could with that on the prefent oc- 
cafion, Dr. Motheim’s bad been retained ; and, though the 
tranflator’s may be more eafily dif 


g 


fpenled ath; Surely she 


reader fhould have been told the import 
which are, in. this edition, retained, and were originally in- 
tended to diftinguifh thofe notes, for which. the. tranflator 
alone is anfwerable, from fuch as, were {ubjoined by the 
alithor to the pages of the original work *. eee 





. We fhall here enable our. readers to this omiffion in 
their copies of this very yaluable work, The notes of the ~~ 
ee itor 
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In the introduétion, Dr. Mofheim. fets out,, iving . 
very accurate definition of Ecclefiaftical Halloey, wines ke 
divides. ito the external and internul hiftory of the church. 
The external hiftory comprehends the profperous and.calamit- 
ous events which happened to the. church; .among jthe 
former of which he claffes the advantages »which the. caule 
of Chriftianity has derived from the faith, piety, conftsacy 
and exentplery lives of its genuine proteflors; and amon 
the latter, the injuries which it has rectived from the vic 
and piffions of ‘1ts friends, as well as from the bitter oppofi- 
tion and infidious firatagems of its enemies. © The internal 
hiftory of the church comprehcends, firft, the hiftory of its 
minifters, rulers, and form of government; and, fecondly, 
a view of the Jaws that are peculiar to this facred com- 
munity. Thefe laws are of two kinds, the fir of which, 
confifting of the doétrines and precepts which are jaid dowa 
in the Scriptures, are divine, and admit of no change ;,but 
the fecond which relate.only, to decency. in. the external 
worlhip of God, and derive their whole authori:y from the 
injunctions of, the rulers.of the church, mav. be alered 
according to circumitances. . To the: internal biftory of the 
church, the learned author refers likewife the hiftory of fuch 
herefies as: have divided it; and -he jultly obferves that in 
writing hiftory af any’ kind, events are ‘to be traced, if 
poffible, to their caufes, and connetted ‘with the circum- 
ftances, principles, and inftruments that liave comributed t6 
their exiltence. . , |. 

This is ceftainly a luminous view of what ecclefiaftical 
hiftory ought to be; and the author feems to have been fully 
aware of the various difficulties which he would have to 
encounter, in catrying into effect this vaft undertaking. He 
then lays down the method which he meant to purfue in his 
inveftigation of the fecret caufes of things; and it cer. 
tainly is, on the whole, \an ,excelleat method. But when 
he confiders an acquaintance with human nature, founded on 
long experience’ in, the eighteenth century, as a key to the 
feeret reafons and ‘motives which gave rife to many of the 
moft important events that occurred in the primitive church, 
he f.rely repofes confidence ina very un afe guide. This 





lator are diftinguithed from thofe of the author, by the references 
to the Letter being included in crotchets, while thofe to the former 
are included in crotchets, to whicl: the figure,of a hand is pre. 
fixed. The notes to which the letter N is fubjoined, were 
fupplied by the late learned Dr. Neve, of Middleton Stony, 


4 has 
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has accordingly incurred the animadverfion of the Right — 
Rev. atithor of the Appetidix No. 1, who, after pen | 
that ari acquaintance with human nature gained, not throug 
the medium of books, but in the'fociety of men, is of the 


utmoft importance to them who would trace evenis to their 
‘caufes, judicioufly adds; : 


‘¢ But if this knowledge of human nature be ever employed 
to counteraét the teftimony of ancient authors, who were. under 
no conceivable temptation to write falfcly; or, if the ations .of 
men in.our ftage of focicty be traced to the fame motives from 
which fimilar aétions are obferved, to, fpring in another flage 
altogether different, and in many refpects the reverfe; if, becaule 
‘men are prompted by avarice and ambition to folicit offices, 
which at one periad lead to honour and opulence, it be inferred 
that they muft have been influenced by fimilar, motives, at a period 
where fuch offices led not to opulence or honour, but to certain 
Weath in its moft hideous forms; ifan hiftorian reafon thus from the 
obfervations which he has made’ on'the’ force ‘and violence of 
human paffions, and fet his coriclafion in oppofition te’ facts re- 
corded by antient aathors, who wete -witnefics ‘of what” they 
relate; it is obvious that his confidence in the knowledge which 
he has required of human nature by mixing ‘in fociety,» may: lead 
him into the greatet errors; by inducing him either to neglect 
entirely, or to infpedt carelefsly, thofe writings from: which alone 
he can derive any authentic information, concerning the everits of 
which he is writing,”’?. Vol, vi, pr47sn | re! 


Dr. Mofheim next points out the fources, whence the 
ecclefiaftical hiflorian muft derive his faés; but feems,, as 
well in his praétice as in this introduétion, to have deemed 
modern annalits entitled to greater confidence, than to us 
they appear to deferve. From this he paffes to the qualifi- 
cations requifite to an ecclefiaftical hiftorian, who. thould be 
free, as he jufily obferves, from a fervile attachment to 
times, men, or opinions ; and he then points ous Ah defeat 
which are moft confpicucus in the hiltones of the Church 
that had been written before his own, Having made a few 
rematks on the utility of ecclefiaftical hiflory, not ls ieee 
‘only, but even to ftatefmen, he concludes ih ‘introdu€tion, 
by informing the reader that he means to ireat firft of the 
external, and fecondly of the internal hiftory of the church; 
that with other hifforians;> he divides his’ narrative into 
centuries; but that he groups thofe ¢énturies into four 
_ periods, and to each period devotes a book ‘of the 
hiftory. The firft book exhibits the flate and viciffitudes of 
the Chriftian church from its commencement to the time 


of 
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of ConsTANTINE the Great; the fecond, from the time 
of CONSTANTINE to thatofP CHARLEMAGNE, the third, 
from the, time of CHARLEMAGNE, to the memorable ara 
of Lu THER; andthe, fourth, including Dr, Coote’s con- 
~ tintidtion, from the atra.of;Lutuer.to the .prefent. times, 
Evety BooK, therclore,, ofthis hiftory. is divided, into fo 
many’ CENTURIES; every CENTURY Intotwo PARTS, Cone 
taining the ex/ernaf’ and the infernal, hillory of the Charchs 
and each PART is fubdivided into. CHAPTERS .more or Jels 
numerous, as the, CEN TUR Ys) to which x belongs; abounds 
more or ;lefs with important events, | dor eid lo bow 
. The FiRst PART. ofthe RURST CENTURY, confifigoof 
five'chapters, in. the fink ef, which the,author ;treats, of the 
eanape: and :religious ftate;of the Roman empire, atyt 
irth of Chrift ; and: fhows, hew far its extent, ' oc {pirit, ; 
its Government, and the contempt in which the popylar,theor 
logy «was held by the reflecting part of mankind,, contributed 
to. promote or to retard the progrefs.of the Gofpel.,. La:this 
chapter he likewife gives, a. concile view of the two. kinds 
of philofaphy; the oriental and the Grecian, which, at.that 
time, prevailed among, all civilized nations; and proves; 
from, the: whole detail, how .much the heathen world, .at 
that period,:ftead in need of Jome divine teacher, toyconvey, to 
the minds of erring mortals frue.and fixed principles.ol religion 
and. virtue... This, chapter, though ‘but. remotely. rciated 10 
the hiftery of the Church,.is.extremely valuable, 9) .. « 
» The fecond ichapter .is;deyoted, to the fate of, the Jews, 
and contains a:detail, perhaps, not always perfeéily, correét, 
of the rife, and diftingyifhing tenets, of ther principal. feéts; 
of the influence, which the controverfies, agitated among thofe 
fe&ts, had upon the priaciples and praftices of the, peopl 
at. large; and of the fuperftitious opinions and practices, 
which, fpringing from thofe fources, or derived , from.the 
Greek and oviental.philofopiy,, prevailed almoft. univerfally 
through the nation... Dr: .Molheun, Jikewile gives an, ra 
count of the Samaritan worfhip; and, while he allows t 
it was lefs pure than the worfhip of the Jews, he. is of 
opinion, that the notions of the Samaritans concerning the 
ces and miniftry of the. Mefhiah, were more juft and con- 
formable to truth, than thofe which were entertained at 
Jerufalem. This 6 etey tranflator is inclined to com- 
trovert; but it has been fince adopted by Bifhop Horfley, - 
-_ fupported by reafuning, which it would not be eafy to 
ute *, , 3 


. ™ See agth, ec. of the Bithop’s Sermons lately. publithed, : 
0 
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silfn the dhied chapter, which ‘contains a'very brief account 
of the life and death of our Saviour, there is nothing par- 
ticularly worthy of ‘notice, except Dr.'Motheim’s judgment 
refpeGting the correfpondence: recorded’ by Eusebius to hare 
taken place between our blefled ‘Lord; and Abgarus; King 
of Edeffa, He exprefsly gives up. the genuinenefs of the 
letters; “ bat Ican fee no reafon,’ fays he, ** of fufficient 
weight «© deflroy the ‘credibility of the flory, which is fup- 
pofed to have ‘giver’ occafion to them.” ‘This appears to 
tis to be the true flate of the cafe. If Abgarus had not*been 
cured of his infirmity by fome of our Lord's difciples, itis 
difficult’ to conceive how the flory “could ‘have found its 
Way into the ARCHIVES OF ‘EDESSA,; from which 
Eufebius undoubtedly tranferibed it; while the obje€tions 
ufually urged: againft the authenticity of the tivo detters ‘are 
ely conclufive. | AOMTUTISVOe? * 
© Fer reafons which will be apparent by'and by; it is “ne- 
teffary to put the lefs attentive reader on his guard apainft 
an‘ambiguity of language im the very laf feutence of :this 
chapter; Speakingot our Lord's appearances on earth after 
his ‘refurrection, the author fays, that having remained forthe 
fpace of forty days, and given / his difciples.a divine commiffion 
to pireach the glad tidings of falvation and immortality to the 
Human race, he afcended into heaven. » This is not perlely 
eorre@t. ‘Our Saviour certainly had five hundred difciples after 
he arofe from the dead; but the*‘coimmifhon here mentioned 
was’ not given to every one of them, (as Drv Mohheim’s 
wotis feem to imply. It’ was) given ‘to «the “eleven 
apoftles ‘on/y; and the’ reft of the“five ‘hundred were “coms 
pletely excluded from every part of ‘the work of converting 
the nations, except fuch of them as thould be employed’ in 
that'work by the apoftles, or fuchi'as *might bewafterwards 
Ealled'to ‘it by "a revelution from heaven. »That%the coms . 
miffion, ‘like every other commiffion granted bya 'fovereign) 
was exclufive, is rendered unqueftionable: by the hiftory of 
the converfion of the Romun" Centurion "Comelius 3" for 
even an angel from Heaven was not permitted*to'convert 
him. recat eine $30 etonon Sater ine HHS 
~ The fourth and fifth chapters are’-devoted, the” former; ‘to 
the profpérous, and the latter, tothe ‘edlamitous, “events ‘that 
jppered tothe church dirihg the firft ‘century. Tt isvres 
-markable that ‘of the refererices to authorities, whichvare 
abundantly made at the‘ bottoms of ‘the pages, at leaft fours 
fiiths are to the compilations ef modern authors, “chi 
German and French; and the c uence 18, that the -at- 
tentive reader, without any other aid tlian: thas ‘of che New 


Tellament, 
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Teftament, will difeover many inaccuracies in the author's 
account of the Mother C of Jerufalem ;.but we-thall 
chave. occafion ee eee Inthe 
meantime, we confefs with pleafute t f. im gives 
a luminous account of the :progrefs of the Gofpeb in the 
firk cemury, and. attributesit to the true. caufe; “while 
his account of ‘the fufferings of the firft Chriftians is: candid 
and impartial. «© ; gf ofU oo ee Ee iti 3 
The internal hiftory ef the Church which conftitutes, imthis 
arrangement,the fecond part of each century, confifis, like 
the fir partof the firft century, of fi ers; inthe fir 
of, which-is given a-thort view. of. the: oriental, the Jewifp, 
and the Greek, and Roman philofophy, when the light: of ithe 
Gofpel firft refe on the world. »Confidering how little was 
‘known, /fixty ‘or: feventy ‘years: ago, ‘of ithe literature: and 
lancient writings, of the rn nations, Mofheim’s account 
of the ortental philofophy.does: great honour to his induftr 
tand his. aceuracy.- Much» light: however, -has. lately ‘been 
thrown on this fubje&t by the labours of the Astarie 
‘SocLETY, as well as by individual. oriental fcholars; and 
vit is furely:to be: wi that Dr. Coote ‘had enriched » this 
»part of the work, by lange notes from the writings of thofe 
men; even if he thoul have omitted fome_ of the notes 
of Motheim himfeli, as well: as. of ‘his tranflator, Dr. Mac- 
slaine... We have hkewile, very little doubt in our own 
minds, that fome of thofe monftrous fables, as Motheim calle 
them, concerning the good and evil. principles, and the ge- 
Meration of gods and eons, are cotruptions of, primitive truth, 
-handed. down by oral tradition; and it» might have been of 
importance, in a work of this nature to trace them back to 
their original! fource. As this) hiftory will : doubtlefs ‘go 
; many editions, we throw out thefe -hints in ho 
that attention will be paid to-them, by the prefent or any 
was. vr a0 uae gagl by id) Lriit 
~ Thefecond chapter of the Initernal.Hiftory of the Church 
in the firft century, is entitled—-Concerning the Doéiors, and 
Minifters of the Church, and its form of ‘Government. We 
with that Dr. Coote had laid afide the ule of that ill-chofen 
word Delors, which Mofheim and his tranflator everywhere 
employ to -denominate the higher. orders of the ‘clergy. 
The Bifoops, Prefbyters, and Deacons or miniflers, might fal 
have been fubftituted. for this ambiguous tor ifa 
vain hope to. pleafe all pan prevented the mention of 
Bifoops, in the title of the\chapter, the academical term— 


ors, fhould at leaft have been changed into Teachers; or 
the term Clergy, might have been employed to denote all = 
: orders 








salad «pettus. 
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orders of chriflian minifters, whether in that age they were three 
or only two. It feems.indeed to: have bebd the with of :the 
author and his tranflator to affimilate the ‘conflitution of the 
church as much as poffible to that of a philofophical fociety; 
and hence oe reprefent the church or:churches as congre- 


— . Rice throne as dk eo OES 
evan as confecrati mfetves to the officesof propaga-. 
ting the Gofpel. Adichiewny be in unifon with»the doc- 
trine of the French and German authors «quoted at the 
bottoms of the pages, but it. is) obvioully as ee 
any one fta:ement can be to. another, to the texts of Scrip- 
ture referred to by the author, - It deems likewife, to -be\a 
very ill-founded opinion that there were: deacons in. the 
church of Jerufalem before the feven of whofe ordination 
we read in tle fixth chapter of ** the A@s of the Apoftles,” 
and fill more wonderful, if poffible, that Mofheim fthould 
have fuppofed that Deacons of the church were by: St.’ Peter, 
Pt to carry out the dead bodies of \ Anamias and 
iva. , da wo sewer! 

he author makes a ridiculous objection to the title of 
Council, commonly given :to the meeting. of the ‘church at 
Jerufalem, mentioned in the fifteenth chapter of the A@s 
of the Apoftles; becaufe a council; ‘he fays, confifts of de- 
puties from feveral churches! » but: did) not that’ affembly 
confift of the Apoftles themfelves—not barely deputies, but 


.the fupreme governors under Chrift of all the churches then 


exifting? He is likewife very defirous, at: which: indeed: we 
do not wonder, to: leflen the authority of the few ‘writings 
which remain of the apoftolical Fathers,—efpecially of lo- 
NATIUS; and refers, as ufual;:to fome modern authors who 
entertained the fame doubts with ‘himfelf. » This is exaétly 
what was to be expefted ; for that which fome' one: faid» of 
reafon is true of the Fathers—** when the teftimony of the . 
fathers is againft a modern writer, that writer will be agai 
the teflimony of the fathers;'’’ but in ‘oppofition:vor) im 
and his authorities, we leave to refer our-readers to Le 
Clerc’s edition of the Apoflolical Fathers, Archbithop Wake’s 
Difcourfe on the Epifiles ot the fame Fathers,-and‘Cockburn’s 
Ejjay on the Epifiles of Ignatius, whith was publithed> indeed 
chiefly as an anfwer to Mofheim. OF Ky GPa 
The third chapter is:devoted: tothe Doétrine of the Church 
in the firft century; and‘though concife,’ it is extremely: 
valuable, beca: fe it is candid. -! 
To the fame chara&ter the fourth chapter is-equally ene 
titled, In it, the author treats of the rites and armen 
2 u 
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uled in the primitive church, the ordinances, of bapti{m; cons 
firmation, and the Lord’s fupper;. the.mode in,which. publi¢ 
worlhip was -conduéted; the, } apart, of the firth day) 
of the week. for the, folemn, celebration of that worthips; 
the two annivecfary feftivals of Eafter and: Pentecolt, -which 
he is\decidedly.of opinion, were. univerfally obferved, fromi 
the very ‘beginning; and the diftin ol Friday. from, 
the other days,of-the week, which he thinks it eee e took, 
place .in the firft century,, in commemoratign, of Chrift’s 
crucifixion. ., He mentions likewile the. enh anointing 
the fick in e to the Apolile’s dire&tion *;; as 
prevai ed ieerkite in the ark cemtury 5. but he is, furely, 
miftaken, -when, he “oy that neither Chrift nor. his. apofties 
enacted any: law concerning fafting | The practice. of ‘alg 
is not direéliy enjoined in 5 but. it is taken for granted.ag 
fomething propex,in itfelf on, certain occalions.t;..and, furely, 
Chrift: enagted a Jew.concerning it, when he faid-—-* More- 
aver, whee y¢ faft, be not, asthe hypocrites, of a fad. aaa 
tenance; for they  disfigure their faces, that they may. 
unto, men. to, fa#, verily 1 fay unto you, they have, t 
reward. But.thou, when. thou. faftelt, anoint, thine head, 
and wath thy fage; that thou af NOL Unto, men to, faft, 
a Sate thy. which is in et: and thy Rather which 
h in fecret thal, reward. thee Ava ~My 

7 the fifth ¢hapter we have..an, account of the Divifions 
and .Herefes which. troubled, the church; during the 
century, » a8 the author gbferves, on the authority 
the New Teftament, were ene even in the time, of the 
apoftles;..and he thows, by. what means. th ay. grew. im. 

perceptibly. Of thefe the. moft widely, fpread. were the 
fells of Gnoftics; for though they went all. by. i 
name, and had ha es origin, the Gnoftics were. at, 
variance se emfelves. . Some of them lived with alcetic 
peieg whi = wallowed m every, fenfual 1 a 

ot igi though. both pr eceeded on the fame principle, tak the 

ody was the prifon Of the foul, to, which it was never to 

be again. united, after. the Teparatien: which vin pass a 
death. Thefe impious, abfurd te and others fi A Fas ie 
ptehenafible, this author derives, from pean phi mH 
and. do&rine of ous, of which + the {pr 
animated the body of Jefus was fuppofed to ss 
this account of the isha herely he is tral teupeie vhs 
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_but we think him miftaken in his opinion that Simon Magus 
was not the founder of any one of the Gnoftic  feés,- and 
that there is room for doubt whether Cerinthus belonged to 
the firft or'to the fecond century. Cerinthus was certainly 
contemporary with St. John ; and Dr. Mofheim himfelf ac- 
knowledges, that Simon has been viewed by almoft all an- 
tient and modern authors, ‘*-as the: parent and chief of the 
heretical tribe.” According to Dr. Cave *, a moft di 
enquirer into ecclefiaftical antiquity—** Simon, inter Jud: 
fefe Dei filium effe, five Metham, jaétavit; inter Samari- 
tanos Dei Patris perfonam induxit; inter Gentiles Spiritus 
S. titulum fibi vindicavit.” - Chit BV PQ : 
- We have followed, thus minutely, the divifions and fub- 
divifions of, Mofheim’s hiftory of the firft century of the 
Church, that our readers, if any of them be ft to 
his work, may perceive the excellence of his very fcientific 
arrangement. We cannot, however, attend to thefe minutie 
through thé whole Hiftory, without fwelling our review 
beyond all proportion. We fhall therefore only .obferve 
that in the external hiftory of the fecond century, there. is 
nothing entitled either to high praife or fevere reprehenfion. 
Among ‘the profperous events of the Church, the author 
very properly reckons the wide f{pread propagation’ of the 
Gofpel.in this century ; and as he does not reftrain, as fome 
of his learned countrymen have lately done, the miraculous 
effufions of the Holy Ghoft to the apoftles alone, or even 
to the apoftolical age, he very properly and pioufly attri- 
butes the propagation of the Gofpel chiefly to thofe effufions, 
and to the miracles which the preachers were thereby ena- 
bled to work. It is, however, he fays, beyond all-doubt, that 
the pious diligence and zeal, with which many learned and 
worthy men recommended the Sacred Writings, and fj 
them abroad in tranflations, contributed much to the faccefs - 
and propagation of the Chriftian do€trine; and he attributes 
fomething to the labours of thofe philofophers and men of 
letters, who were, in this century, converted to Chriftianity; 
though he expreffes much doubt, and with great’ reafon, 
whether the intermixture of the Greek philofophy with the 
fublime though fimple doétrines of the Gofpel has not on 
the wholé been injarious to our holy faith. Of the events 
éalamitous to the C hurch, in this century, the perfecations and 
éalumnies, to which Chriftians were expofed, are the chief; 
and of thefe, we have here a lumimous account. 
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_ *The author begins his: correfponding internal hiftory. of 
Se eS 
and Greet ilofophers, w opinions. on 
the fublime doftrines of the Gofpel, he derives the principal 
herefies of the fecond century. He ds thence to an ac- 
coun of the clergy —by him uni called Docrors—and 
of the form of church government, which, ‘in dire& oppofi- 
tion to the voice of all antiquity, he reprefents ftill as ‘con- 
mp mi a 3 though he admits — the m4 
thority of the bifhops was every where augmented. in thi 
sone “This augmentation he attributes to the’ councils 
which were then generally held ; though as there was then 
nothing like:a general council, it is not to be eafily conceived 
how fuch an ufurpation fhould have taken place at the fame 
time, through the whole civilized ‘world, without fo mueh 
~ one sar oat againft it either by the prefbyters or by 
‘ rae “ort ‘ Bap 
rum the government of the:church he proceeds to her 

doétrine, which, he fays, contained nothing that is not to 
be found in-what is called the + ne ett and he very 
juftly adds, that, until thes ion of a vain philofophy 
into the cherch, all metaphyfical subtleties and myfterious 
refearches were, in the illuftration of that doétrine, carefully 
Teppoltetine the SaGrioe of tanipeimhiwe deaech fedpeting 
| és that the ine of t imitive re{pe&i 
the fouls departed, was that the Pals of good men are, : 
death, received into heaven, and thofe of the wicked fent 
into hell. If by beaven and hell he meant the places of -fu- 
ture and final retribution, this do€trine is taught neither inthe 
writings of the primitive church, 'norin the Holy Mia eo 
which every where reprefent future rewards and punifhments 
—nay the final punifhment even of the devil himfelf—as ap- 
pointed-to follow the refurre€tion of the dead and the gene. 
ral judgment. we : 

We have next a luminous and fatisfa@ory account of the 
‘origin of thofe rites and ceremonies, which were: introduced 
into the public worfhip of the church daring the fecond cen. 
tury ; aswell as of the rife of thofe various herefies, by which 
her a was then diflurbed, Thefle he derives, we think 
juftly, from the Oriental, the Egyptian, and the Greek piti- 
Jofophy ; and he claffes*them all under the ‘general dénomi-. | 
nation of Gnoftics, ‘The accounts of the various berefiarchs 
are, in general, juft, though concife; but the reader, who 
18 defirous.of fuller information refpeéting them, may con- 
{ult Cave’s Hifleria Literaria, and the various works refer- 
red to.by thatlearned author. : 
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the profperous events.of ‘the third cemtury, the 
ly muha the oumenncs hewn their 


by saan mer cially by Alexander Severus, and 
were certainly favourable to 
te Chadians Sa hed , by many learned men, 


ito have been fecretly believers in hrift. He maimains tike- 
wile that the power of working miracles ‘cobenoel 44! the 
chureb, the greater part atchiechncnip} @nd:to that 
power, and seen lives of the effors ‘of the 
Gofpel, he attributes the converfion of the ; the Goths, 
and the Germans. He allows, however, pel werent 
Jabours of Origen and other men of dearning, who multi- 
acm gars mB tbe Scriptures, and tranflated them into ‘the 
wing languages of the age. 

Repeated U alechinions were, imthis century, a8 ‘ia the 
former, the moft calamitous:events which befel the churth 5 
and it 1s eve. a rea. that, aceording to this: author, 
edicts were ed for putting the difbops:to death, by 
ESmperars, whe withed not to Sertoli the Chriftians at 
Jange. Hf ehie\be true, and there is no doubt.of its: truth, 
ae mot - to — the vero hey aid by eam the 

ifhops to vate themfelves, as sithe F 
Jing on the ngbts of the ot tena ‘and peo ae bedeer pee per= 
fecution, the clergy vo sa or their flocks 
fxom the fopbifi t tbe: philotes in 
fecution on the ot ar and to fophillry on paar ot 
smulttudes wene daily apoftatizing from the faith 

‘The author here ‘begins his internat biftory of the church 
as ufuval, with a-view of the lea and {cience of the third 
century; which, he fays, were on the decline ; thou 
he admits theeminence of Plotinus as a philefopher, and of 
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government of the church in this century, he gives 2 
= erroneous account ; and, in dire& oppofition to the ope 
evidence, reprefents Cyprian the archbifhop 

Carthage, as pleading for the power of binheps args 

zeal and vehemence than had ever been employ ed belore 

the fame caufe, Nay he reprefents the Saneeel on ee 

oem afluming a princely authority, although he had within a 
proved, that they were more expofed to perfecution 

than any ya ee tp of men! It was in thisage, he are 

that /ub-deacons, and all: the inferior orders of ¢ 

were firft introduced into ren church ; though he refts 

opinion on no unexceptionable authority, and th Hi 

the Roman deacon—-or the Pacclochcheatan ater i 

from more remote antiquity. Under this head he gives @ 

view 
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view fufhiciently correét, though very concifée, of the prin« 
cipal writers both of the Greek and of the Romatr Church's 
but we with that Bithop Gleig;. in his app to this book, 
had availed himfelt of er. ed him-of vindi- 
cating Cyprian and'the other bifhops of the third pine 
from the charges of ambition and lidentionfnefs urged agai 
them by Mofheim, on evidence far from fatisf . Ine 
Scorch Bifhop this omiflion feems'the more inexcafable, as a 
predeceffor of his fee might have furnifiied him with the 
moft ample and:valuable materials for Are potting ae em 
af the epee thofe prelates, which is here fo wantonly 
a ®, 3 

"Or the doétrine of-the church the author writes more cor~ 
rectly than of her government. He fliows' how it was 
dually corrupted! by an impure nmxture of a falfe pilofophy, 
which:g »ve rife to the myitical theology ; the order of Chrif-’ 
tian hermits; the allegorical interpretation of Scripture by’ 
Crprenee others; and metephyfieal attentpts to explain the 
mytlery of the adorable ‘Trinity, which prodaced tie heres: 
fies of. Noetus, Sabellius, Paul of Satnofata, and’ tiiary 
others, From the fame philofephy: le derives’ the vicious 
modes’ of controverfy which: prevailed in’ that age, as well'as’ 
the praétice of forging books in the names' of apoftles: or 
apohalical men, for the purpole of giving weight to faveur- 
ite opinions, He. likews fays. that. rites and. ceremonies. 
were wultiplied in,this age, on the. fame. principle. as. in: tlie: 
laft ; but he fuffers his prejudices again {tantiquity to.carry:him,, 
fo far as to cenfure the bilhops for not admitting to the Lord’s 
{upper any petfon * wlio hadwer been‘ baptized’ or-was placed 
by the ahurclt in a penitential futa’" “« Ye is nor difficult’ (he 
fays, p. 291)-tw perceive that thefeexclufions were: am imis 
tation of' what 'was-praétifed'in'the heathen my feries!'!”” 

- Such is the view of the’ fir! book: of this: celebrated hif- 
tory, which we think it’a duty to*lay:before-our readers: It 
comprehends ‘certainly’ the moft\im t period ofthe pif. 
tory of the Church; ‘a'period’to which every finceré chrift 
tian; whois defirous to unite himfelf’ to the pureft ‘ehurch' of 
the prefent age, will look- back  withdeference. It’ is therea* 
fore‘of the urmoft importance to’ know. what was really the: 
conftitution of theichurch, which was founded'by the apoftles, 
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as well as what was the faith which they delivered to the 
faints. Againft fome of Dr. Mofheim’s pofitions on this fub-, 
ject we have already put our readers on theif guard ; but chat 
they may be ftill better able to judge for themfelves, we 
fhall now give a brief accountof Dr. Gleig’s Appendix to 
the firft book, which the reader will find at page 45 of the 
fixth volume. , 

Bifhop Gleig gives general commendation to the work of 
Mofheim, as a& epitome, but laments that his reterences are 


chiefly to German authors, and is inclined to think that he 


depended upon thofe, more than upon the primitive writers, 

who are the only real authorities in the early hiftory of the. 
Church. From this caufe, or from fome inveterate preju- 

dice, it has hap;.ened that he has given a falfe account of the- 
confliution, government, and difcipline of the primitive 

Church. On thefle fubje&ts, the Right Rev. author of this 

appendix has very ufefully undertaken to corre the errors 

of Mofheim. His obfervations on the general rules of that 
author, we have already noticed ; the point on which t 

are more particularly at iffue is, the important queftion, 

whether the government of the primitive Church was democra-. 
tical, as Dr. M, reprefents it, or otherwife. The pofition 
of Mofheim is thus fated. 


«© In thofe early times, every Chriftian Church confifted of the 
people, their leaders, and the miniflers, or deacons; and thefe in. 
deed belong effentially toevery religious fociety. The people were 
undoubtedly the firft in authority’? ) 


This pofition, and all the confequences that refult from 
it, the author deduces from Aéts i, 15; vi. 3; xV.4 3 xX}. 
22. Butitis dificult, fays: Dr. Gleig, to conceive (and we 
certainly fay fo with him) ‘* by what mode of interpretation | 
thefe texts can be made to countenance the fupreme autho- 
rity of the people.” An exact examination of thefe texts. 
follqys, from which the very contrary appears to be the 
weer Dr. Gleig now inferts the whole account given by 
Motheim of the conftitution of the primitive Church, the 
moft erroneous parts of which are the affertions that the jurif- 
diétion of a bifhop ‘* extended not over more than yne Chrit- 
tian aflembly, and that the authority of the people continued 
fupreme, until the middle of the fecond century;’’ the bifhop 
lheam that time ‘‘ not fo much withthe. authority .of_a 
mafter, as with the zeal and diligence of a faithful fervant.”’ 
Thefe affertions, and others conne&ed with thet, the. au- 
thor of the appendix proves to be dire&lly contrary to the 
authority of the New Teflament, and the easlieit Chriftian 


writers, 
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avriters, particularly Clemens Romanus, in the firft century. 
He proves decifively, that St. James was the regular 
Bifhop of Jerufalem, before*the difperfion of the Apottles; 
and that very evidently his jurifdi@ion extended over much 
more than one {mall affembly; that the feven churches of 
Afia could not be fuch feanty eftablifhments; and that the 
jurildiGiion of Timothy and: Titus, in Ephefus and Crete, 
were alfo of greater magnitude ; and that thefe latter cannot 
be reduced, as fometimes has been attempted, to the mere 
charatter of Evangelifis. His conclufion is, that there ap- 
pears to be no evidence ‘ that during the fecond and third 
centuries, the bifhops in general either claimed, or had the 
{malleft inducement to claim, an power or pre-eminence 
which they poffeffed not in the frit . 

To the clearnefs and ftrength of argument, by which all 
thefe points are fupported, it is impoffible to do juftice in 
fuch a fketch as we can now give. Suffice it to fay, that 
the whole is fo executed as highly to deferve the attentive 
confideration of every ftudent of ecclefiaftical hiftory. The 
Appendix is concluded by the writer’s own view of the 
progrefs of the Gofpel, ‘* from the firft preaching of John 
the Baptift, to the completion of the Canon of the New 
Teftament;” a clear and fatisfa€tory view, ftrongly tending 
to prove and eftablifh the fame truths. That the hiftory of 
Motheim, excellent as it is in many refpeéts, required to be 
thus cleared from a fundamental error is moft ceitain; and 
that the tefk is here in the ableft manner performed, will be 
acknowledged, we think, by every competent reader, 





Art. Vl. The Hiflory of the Church of Chrifl. Volume 
the firft; Containing the three firft Cheri Ms, (Be late 

| Rev. Jofeph Milner, A.M. Edition the third, Revifed and 
Corretted by the Rev. Ifuac Milner, D.D. F.R.S. Dean of 
Carlifle, and Prefident of Queen’s College, Cambridge. 8va. 
pp- 552. Cadell and Davies. 1910. 


THIS is the firft of five volumes of Ecclefiaftical Hiftory, 
which, as orm ‘were not publifhed at the fame time, 
have no general tile. They conftitute the five firft volumes 


of the Works of the late Rev. Jofeph Milner, A.M. Mafer of 


the Grammar School, and afterwards Vicar of the Holy Trinit 
Church, in King flon-upon- Hull; the other’ three veliitacs of 
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thofe works confifting of Practical Sermons, with a Selection 
from the Author's Writings, of Tracts and Effays; Theological 
and Hiftorical. Mr. Milner profeffes to write his Hitlory 
of the Church on @ mew plan; for it is only of thofe, * who 
have loved the doctrines of the Gofpel becaufe of their Divine 
excellency, and gladly fuffered the lofs of all ‘things, that 
they might win Chrift,” that in the introduction he propofes 
to write the we . Itisof no confequence with refp 

iq his opinion of much mmportance an itfelf, 
to what EXTERNAL church fuch men belonged; for the 
terms—‘* Church and Chriftian,”"——do in their moft wa- 
TURAL and-PRIMARY SENSE, he fays, certainly refpe& 
only GOOD men. 

That Chriftians ough? tobe good ‘men, and that fuch of 
them as can properly bé called :xupiaxo, are in faét good 
men, cannot indeed be queftioned; but it appears to us that 
thofe alone have ‘never conftituted shat church, of which fhe 
hiflory can be written by an uninfpired author. Much zeal 
for doétrines called orthodox, and great exernal appearance of 
piety have cften béen capitol as cloaks to cover the 
greateft internal depravity ; and ‘what hiflorian, not en- 
dowed with the powers of fearching the heart, and difcerne 
ing the fpirits, can pretend to tear off fuch marks from the 
breaft of the artful hypocrite? The church, of which she 
Aiflory can be written without the aid of snfpiration, is ex 


“prefled not by the word xvpiaxn, but ‘by exxAnow, which 


denotes a fociety called out from the world by the authority of 
Chrift, and placed under his government ; but it is obvious, 
from the parable of the tares *, that the good and bad are 
even in that fociety fo mixed, that they cannot be feparated 
until the day of Judgment; and-theretore no mere man can 
write the hiftory of the former only. 

To write the hiftory of thofe alone, who have believed 
the doctrines of the Gofpel, and declared that they loved them 
becaufe of their divine excellency, may feem to be a tafk 
more praéticable ; becaufe the dottrines taught in every age 
and in every country, may be impartially compared with 
thofe oracles of God from which the teachers profefs to have 
derived them, But the oracles of God are, on many import- 
ant points, differently interpreted by different teachers; 
and how {hall the impartial hiftorian afcertain by whom they 
are interpreted moft corre€tly ? To us there appears but one 
an{wer that can be given to this queftion, T he true fenfe 
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of the Scriptures can be afcertained, where it is at all doubt. 
ful,only by found criticifm, and a thorough knowledge of 
the manners, cuftoms, and principles of the age in which 
that portion of Scripture was written, as well as of the 
particular circumftances, when they can be difcovered, which 
gave immediate occafion to its being written. But this cane 
not be done without ** paying attention to religious contro. 
verfies, and the diffentions which have prevatled among 
Chriftians,” as well as to the principles of the various {chools 
of ancient philofophy, and to the diftinguithing opinions 
of the feveral Jewith fees, and other opponents. of 
the. progrefs of the Gofpel.. Thefe things, however, Mr. 
Milner deems unworthy of regard, except when they feem 
to bear a relation to the effence of Chritt’s religion! 

But here the queftion prefents itfelf again in different 
words— W hat is the offence ot Chrift’s religion ? Mr. Milner 
had formed to himfelf one notion of the ef/ence ot Chrift’s 
religion; we may have formed another, in fome refpects 
different; and our readers may think, on many ge very 
differently from us all. How then can a hiftory of the 
church be fo written as to enable Chriftians to decide for 
themfelves, Which of thofe opinions are true, or neareft. to 
the truth. By no other method conceivable by us, than 
giving an impartial account of the rife and progrefs of ali 
the doctrines deemed of importance, which have been taught 
in the Church from the beginning, with accurate references 
to the original authors from whom that account is derived, 
Such a hiftory, however, though highly ufeful, would not 
be a hiftory of the church, but of the Loétrines of the church; 
and even this Mr. Milner has neither pertormed nor. at- 
tempted. He informs his readers indeed that he hath ad- 
mitted nothing into his hiftory but what appears to bimfelf 
to belong to Chrift’s kingdom ; that he thought it his indil- 
penfable duty to relate real fatis; and that he has all along 
confulted original records; but to thofe records he has beea 
extremely {paring of his references, while thole which he has 
made are often fo vague as not to guide the reader at once 
to the paflage, of a voluminous work, referred to. 

Mr. Milner has, like other Ecclefiaflical Hiftorians, di- 
vided his work into centuries, of which the firft, fecond, and 
third, occupy the firft volume; but his main objeé feems 
to have been to trace his own views of Juftification from the 
beginning, and to detail the lives ot thofe only, to whom 
that doctrine prefented itfelf, as he fuppofes, in the fame 
light. The hiftory of the firft century contains a view of 
the church, or rather of the dofrine ot the church, colleéted 
trom 
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from the’ New Teftament; and is divided into fifteen 
chapters entitled, 1. Jerufalem; 2. Judea and Galilee; 3. 
Samaria; +. Ethiopia; 5. Cafarea; 6. Antioch, and fome 
sther Afiatic Churches; 1. Galatia; 8. Philippi; 9. Thefja- 
lonica; 10. Berea and Athens; \1. Corinth; 12. Rome; 13. 
Coloffe; i+. The Seven Churches of Afia; and 15. The Re- 
mainder of the Firft Century. The truth, however, is, that 
in fourteen of thefe chapters we have met with nothing 
except paraphrafes on thole parts of the New Teftament, 
in which thofe churches are mentioned. 

In his account of the church of Jerufalem, the author 
having made mention of the jfir/t effufion of the Spirit, telis 
us plainly that he does not mean the miraculous effulion of 
the Holy Ghoft on the:day of Pentecoft; but * the firft of 
thofe effufions, which from age to age have vifited the earth 
fince the coming of Chriit, and prevented it from being 
quite over-run with ignorance and fin.” As we have not 
the fame authentic narrative of the fucceeding EFFUSIONS, 
as of the fizft, he earneitly requefts his readers to attend to his 
account of it, which will ferve, he fays, as a /pectmen (why not 
as a te/t?) by which to try other religious phenomena. We 
muft requelt our readers likewile to attend to that account ; 
for were we to attempt an abridgment or even an analylis 
of it, we fhould probably miflead them. One thing, how- 
ever, we fhall here quote in the author’s own words;  be- 
caufe it feems to throw fome light on his mode of thinking. 
As the firft fpiritual effufion began at the miraculous defcent 
of the Holy Ghoft on the apoitles, ** we muy mark, ‘he 
fays (p. 201) the beginning of 1s decay among the Gentiles, 
through falfe wifdom, ere by Juflin Martyr: as long 
before,—namely trom the firfl council of Jerufalem, we 
noticed a fimilar decay in the Jewilh Church, through felfs 
righteoulnefs.”’ | | ) 

As his defcription of the firft church, though of little 
importance in his own eflimation, is both concife and per- 
fpicuous, we thall likewife infert it in his own words, pers 
fuaded that it will be acceptable to many of our readers. 
Having given an account of St. Peter’s firft fermon, b 
means of which three thoufand foals were added to the 
church, he fays ’ 


«* This great multitude appears to have been fully converted 
to chrifianity : For they continued fedfaflly in the apoftles’ doc, 
trine and fellow/feip, aud in breaking of bread, and in prayers, 
Here we fee the regular appearance of the firft chrifian church, 
Thefe men were not cliriftians in name only; they underftood 

and 
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and believed the apoftolical doftrine concerning repentarice and: 
remiffion of fins in the name of Jefus Chrift: they continued 
united to the paftors whom God had made inftruments of their 
converfion; they received conftantly the ordinance of the Lord’s 
Supper, in which they enjoyed real communion with their Sa. 
viour; and prayer was their daily employment.’’ Vol. i. p.-9. | 


- The author dwells particularly on the converfion of St. 
Pail, whom he reprefents (p 20) as having entered with 
the greateft penetration ofall the apoftles into the nature 
of Chriftianity. Whether by expreffing himfelf in this 
manner he meant to infinuate that the other apoftles did not 
fully underfland the nature of that religion, which they were 
commanded to publifh through the world, does not. clearly 
appear; though he fays, a little afterwards, that the whole 
college were perfeétly agreed in their views of the Gofpel ; 
but he obferves, that ‘** were it not for the perverfe blindnefs 
of fallen nature, one might be aftonifhed: to- find we 
petfons of earning and good fenfe,” (Bithop Bull we fuppofe. 
was one of thofe blind perfons of learning and good fenfe) 
** after reading the Apoftle’s account of himfelf in the third 
chapter of his Epiftle to the Philippians, ftill endeavourin 
to reprefent him as mixing grace and works in the fubj 
of juftification, and defcribing him as only excluding cere- 
monial works from the office of juftifying a finner.” 

In the fecond chapter of this hiftory we meet with 
little that we had not found in the firft, and nothing which: 
is not. much better tald in the New Teltament, except two 
fa&ts which are not indeed mentioned either in the four 
Gofpels, in the Aéts of the Apoftles, or in the Epiftles. 
We are told by Mr. Milner that “ the population of Jndea 
and Galilee might vie perhaps with that of modern Ruffia ;' 
and that women ‘* feem in all ages, to have had their full 
— or more than the other fex, of the grace of the 

oipel.”” 

In the chapters which this author wifhes to be confidered 
as the hiftory of the Church in Samaria. and Ethiopia during - 
the firft century, there is nothing entitled to the denomina- 
tion of Aiflery. The laft of thefe chapters is indeed a pious 
and praétical le€ture on the conyerfion of the Ethiopian 
Eunuch, concluding with fome conjediures refpeéting his con- 
duét on his return to the court ot his royal miltrefs. 

{n the chapter on the Church in Cafarea, we have fome 
conjettures refpecting the condn& of Philip the Evangelift. 
in that city for thirty years, together with a pious, though 
certainly not a profound, lecture on the converfion of 
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Cornelius the Roman Centurion. This, however, is not 
hiftory. ‘Phe fame charaéter may be given of the chapter 
entitled Antioch and fome other Afiatic Churches. t is not 
firiétly fpeaking, hiflory, but a paraphrafe on four or five 
chapters of the 42s of the Apoftles, in which the auttor takes 
occafion to declare his fentiments of Unitarians and Jefuits ? 
The fentiments are perfetily juft; though pexhaps they are 
not itated in the proper place. 

. The chaptér Toutled Galatia, though it can hardly be 
called Aiflary, may yet be read with advantage as an Intro. 
duétion to St. Paul's Epiltle to the Churches in that country, 
But when the author mentions (p. 59.) ‘* fome falhionable 
verfions of evangelical truth at this day, of a fimilar 
find,” to thofe which were introduced into Galatia by cer- 
tain Jews, “ who allured the Chriftians that they could not 
be faved without circumcifion,’’ we confefs we do not un- 
derftand him. We are not aware of any perverfious of evan. 
gelical truth at prefent fimilar to this; and we are confident 
that, if there any fuch they are not fafhionable! The 
r, however, is, on the vn by more valuable than any 

of thofe by which it is preceded. 

In the chapters entitled che 1 and The/Jalonica, we have 
firlt fome Greck and Roman Hiftory, together wih a little 
Geography, The author then more. than inGnuates that 
many perfons calling themfelves Chriftian muinifters, give, 
to the queftion—* What muft I da to be faved?” —an 
an{wer very different from that which was given to the jailer 
at Philippi by Paul and Silas. Speaking of the fauks. of 
the Thellalonians—or rather, as he reprefents it, of their 
only fault idlene/s, which he aturnbutes to ‘* the wkfomenefs 
which perfons, alive to God and his Chrifl, find in attend. 
ing to the concerns of this life,”’ he adds the following re- 
flection, which feems to usa moft impertinent apology for 
the idlene{s too often occafioned by methodifm. 


«© It may be worth while for thofe, who feel themfelves much 
irritated againft fimilar evils a‘tendant on the effuffon of the Holy 
Spirit in onr days, to confider whether they do not exercifé more 
candour toward the Theffalonians, than they do toward thofe, 
who are actually walking in their fteps; whether they are not 
apt to refpect the former as real chriftians, and to fcorn the latter 
as deluded enthufiafts!’’ P. 68, 


To this we can. only reply for ourfelves, that we feel the 
fame candour towards thofe who are rendered idle by the 
effufion of the f{pirit of methodifm, that St. Paul daclared 
towards the idle Theffalonians. We are ready to fay with 
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him, that “‘ it any will not work, in the flation in which 
Providence hath m Het him, neither fhould he eat.” 

In the chapter enitled BEREA AND ATHENS, Mr. 
Milner fays, that St. Paul faw in the city of Athens, that 
even the excefs of learning brought ‘men no nearer to God; 
but this is not what St, Paul himfelf fays that: he: faw in 
Athens. His words are—=** Ye men of Athens, I perceive 
that in all things ye are soo fuperflitious ;" and, though he 
hath elfewhere warned the preachers. of the Gofpel againft 
* oppofitions of -feience faijely fo ‘called," together with 
* philofophy and vain deceit,’’ be remembered, ‘that faper- 
flition is not the excels of dearning, nor faife feience, true 
philofopby. That. St. Paul was no enemy to: real -learning jis 
obvious from his quoting oneof the Greek poets, when he was 
pleading the caufe ot Chriftianity betore the court of 
Areopagus ; and perhaps no other man could have reafoned 
So philefophicatly as he did in anfwer to fome Corinthian 
objeGions'to the refurreétion of the dead. In the conclu. 
fion of this chapter, the author {peaks of the denunciation 
of God's Gofpel, an expreflion which feems to be ‘a grofs 
foleci{m.. The Gofpel of God is good news, which 
be proclaimed, but it cannot be denounced; while the Golpel 
of Calvin, containing uncondiuonal decrees of reprobation, 
is indeed a degunciation the molt horrible that the human 
mind has.ever conceived. | axorks to a 

In the chapters on the churches of Cortntu, Rome, 
and Coyosse, and im that which is entitled THE SEVEN 
CuurcHes Or Asta, there is very litle to arreft the 
reader’s attention, Of St. Paul’s epifile to the Romans, Mr. 
Milner fays, that ** while. the world endures, it will be-the 
food of chriftian minds, and thenchelt fyftem of  doétrine 
to sil ai ct ane Next to: that epiftle in value, 


- reckons the Epiftle to the Ephefians, of which he fays, 
that 


“* It is full of inftruction; and may be looked on as. a mof 
admirable fftem of divinity, It has this remarkable recommenda. 
tion that it will ferve for any church and for any age. Not a 
veftige appears in it of any ching peculiarly miraculous, “or ex- 
clufively primitive. The controverfies of the chriftian world 
concerning dottrine would foon be decided, if men would fubmit 
to be taught by the fimple, literaland grammatical meaning of 
this thort treatife. Every thing of doétrine and duty, is in it; 
and what the Gofpel really is, may there be collected with the 
greateft certainty.’’ P. 87. 


That the epifiles to the Romans and Ephefians are in- 
valuable, every chriftian will readily grant; but few chrif- 
9 tians, 
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tians, we anc wil] admit, that either of thefe epiftles, 


but more elpecially the latter, is hy itfelf a /yflem of divinity, 
coptaining every thing of doctrine and of duty. In the epiftle 
to the Ephefians, there is no account indeed, we thmk, no 
allufion to the fall of man, without a competent knowledge of 
the confequences of which, no adequate notion can be form- 
ed of the great Chriftian doftrine of redemption; nor are 
there, in that¢piftle, any dire€tions for the due celebration 
of the d’s fupper, which is unqueftionably a Chriftian 
duty.. The epiftle to the Ephefians, like every other epif- 
tle of St. Paul, was written on a particular occafion, ani 
for particular —— and it would really be. doing his 

r churches little honour, to fuppofe that 
in any of them there appears not a veftige of any thing ex- 
clufively primitive. Michaelis has proved. that man things 
in the epittles to the Ephefians, were written againft certain 
errors of the Effenes; and he has fhown, with the higheft 
degree of probability, how thofe errors found their way into 
the Ephefian, Coloffian, and Laodicean churches. This, 
however, does not prevent the epiftles to thofe churches 
from being highly valuable to the church in all ages; for as 
Solomon has obferved, that there is nothing new under the 
fun, fo we believe it to be very obvious, that fome of the 
Vflene errors were received among the monks in the church 
of Rome, as others of them have been among various Pro- 
tettant fects. 

The concluding chapter of this century gives an account 
of the legal re of the Chriftians by Nero and Do- 
mitian ; and comparing thofe times with the prefent, which 
he never fails to do,. the author adds, on mentioning the 


martyrdom of Flavius Clemens and his wife Domitilla, both 
ot the Imperial family :— 


«© Who has not obferved that even rank and dignity are among 
us expofed to confiderable contempt, wherever a man is confpi- 
cuous and eminent for a zealous profeflion, and diligent practice of 
truly evangelical doctrines and precepts ?’’ 


We thall not flop at prefent to inquire what dotuines this 
writer deems fruly evangelical; but to prove the queftion 
impertinent at leatt, itis tufficient to oblerve, that the love 
and veneration which, for upwards of fifty years, have been 
paid tothe men of highefl rank in the empire, have unquef- 
tionably been increafed by obferving that perfonage’s attach- 
ment to the evangelical dofrines and precepts of the Church 
of England. That Mr. Milner’s notion of evangelical doc- 
trines had fomething in them peculiar, feems evident ; —_ 
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wife he could hardly have faid, p. 108, that ** the apoftles 
indireétly declined from the rine of jaftification, to 
which they were brought back by St. Paul, whom it pleafed 
God to employ, on the occafion, for the prefervation of the 
Church !”’ . 

Of the apofiles, and evangelifls, and other early preachers 
of the Gofpel, we have here what feems to be very faithful 
accounts; and we think the author entitled. to much praife 
for relating, as fatts, fuch.circumftances attending the mar- 
tyrdom of St. Peter, Ste Paul, and St. James, as well as the 
fufferings and the zeal of St. John, as are apd d ancient 
authors, though they have been objeéted to by modern fcep- 
tics. We do not, however, think him entitled to praife for 
reprefeming Clemens Romanus as teaching jullification by 
faith only, together with the modern do&trines of eleétion and 
experiences. The reader of the epiftle of Clemens will in- 
deed find in it the words election, experience and juftification 
by faith ; but he will likewife find, from the context, ‘that 
thefe words and phrates are ufed by Clemens in a very dif 
ferent fenfe from that in which they are ufed in the taberna- 
cle of the methodift. The following reflections, fuggefted 
~ by the conduct of St. Mark, ave ftill more reprehenfible, 


‘* Mark was fifter’s fon to Barnabas, the fon of Mary, a pious 
woman of Jerufalem: He: was probably brought up in Chrif- 
tianity from early life; and his conduct, for fome time, gives 
credibility to an opinion, tolerably confirmed by experience, that 
early converts, or thofe who have been religioufly brought up, 
do not make that vigorous progrefs in divine things generally, 
which thofe do whofe converfion has commenced after a life of 
much fin and vanity, ‘Their views are apt to be faint, and their 
difpofitions in religion languid and indolent !’’ P. 145. 


It is far from our intention to charge Mr. Milner with all 
the confequences which naturally flow from his opinions ; 
but the natural confequences of this opinion feem to be that 
fach youth, as fhould embrace it, would “ continue in fin 
that grace might abound,” and that parents will be deterred 
from giving to their children a religious and moral educa- 
tion! Solomon and St. Paul, . however, thought very dif- 
ferently from this author. “ Train up a child,” fay s the for- 
mer *, ‘Sin the wey he fhould go; and when he is. old he 
will not depart {roma it ;”” whilll the latter exhorts fathers + 
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to “ bring up their children in the nurture and admonition of 
the Lord.”” That Mr. M.’s opinion is at all confirmed by 
experience is certainly not true.. There are indeed, in 
every age, a few remarkable inflances—fuch as thofe of 
Pfalmanazar, Col. Gardiner, and others, of profligate 
youth, becoming pious and exemplary Chriftians in the ma- 
turity of age; but for one mflance of this kind, the annals 
of Newgate, ahd indeed every man’s own obfervation, fur. 
nifh hundreds of a contrary kind; and the cafes of real eon- 
verfion, after a life af much fin and vanity, are diflin&ly re- 
membered only becaufe they are rare. 

Of the {chifms and hereties which difturbed the peace of 
the church during the firft century, the reader will find a 
much fuller and more accurate account in Mofheim’s hilory 
than. in the work before us, Mr. Milner divides the earliedt 
heretics into two clalles—the Decet@ and the Ebionttes— 
though Bilhop Herfley bas dhown it to be more than doubt- 
ful,whether Ebion was born in the firft century ; and he 
compares the Decefe and Hbionites to the Arians and Soci+ 
nians of modern times. ‘The relemblance between the Arians 
and Decete is not very obvious; but we fhould not have 
thought it worth mentioning, had not the author, whe 
{cems to find every thing wrong in his own age, added, 


«* At prefent the two parties, who agree in Lfening the dignity 
of Chrift, though in an unequal manner, are carrying ona vigor- 
ous controverfy againft one another, while the Trinitarians are 
defpifed by both as unworthy the notice of men of reafon and 
letters.” P. 140. 


Wereally know not to what controverfy the author here 
alludes. About the period at which this volume was written, 
a vigorous controverly was indeed carried on between the 
doétors Horfley and Priefiley, and their refpe€tive adhe- 
rents; but though Dr. Prieflley might be called an Ebzanite, 
no man who knows what the opinions of the Arians and 
Doecete were, will fay, that Dr. Horfley, Dr. Horne, or Mr. 
Badcock, belonged to either of thefe fe&s; or that they lef- 
fened the dignity of Chrift. ; 

In the hiflory of the church during the fecond century, 


we have an account of the perfecutions under Trajan, Adri- 
an, Antoninus Pius, Marcus Aurelius, Commodus, Perti- 
nax, and Julian; together with chara&ters of thofe Empe- 
rors, different in many refpe&ts from thofe which have de- 
fcended to us from other hiftorians. All the virtues of Tra- 
jan and of Marcus Aurclius, go for nothing in the eftimation 
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of Mr. Milner, on account of their perlecptiqn of the 
Chriftians, for which indeed no apology ‘can eafily be found 
on any principles of found morality. The author compares 
the characters of Trajan, and;Pliny, Governor of ,Buhy- 
nia, and prefers, perhaps juftly, the charagter of. .the Pro- 
conful to'that of ‘the fovereign; :but he adds, that ‘‘ virtue 
in Pliny’s writings, ‘and virtue ‘in St.\Paul’s, mean not the 
fame thing. For humility, ‘the bafis of a‘Chriftian’s ‘virtue, 
the Pagan has not even a name in his language ;” antl-to:the 
arrogance of Pagan, more e{pecially of Stoical virtue, .this 
author attributes, we think juftly, the perfecutigns carried 
on againft the faith by Trajanand Marcus Aurelius. 

In his account of the molt eminent Chrrftians who wrote 
and fuffered in defence of the truth, during. the {fecond ceén- 
tury, Mr.,Milner dwells Jong on Ignatius, Poly¢arp, and 
Juhin Martyr ; the firft of whom he,difcovers to have beén 
a doétrinal Calvinift, and the laft.an Arminian, whofe error 
refpetting \free-will indicates, in his opinion, the beginning 
of the decay of the firft spIRITUAL, EFFUSION .amon 
_ the Gentiles !. Had the author been a Prefbyterian, it feems 
not improbable that he would have found Ignatius pleading 
the divine right of that mode of church government; ‘for 
the genuine epiftJes of the holy martyr appest to us to aise 
juft as much countenance to parity of order amiong ‘the ¢ 
gy, asto doétrinal Calvinifm. Indeed controverfies jabout 
free-will, &c. had no place whatever invithe church; during 
the ‘firft century, and the beginning of the fecond’; <nor were 
the words ¢feé? and eleéfton ever employed <at that early 
period but to diftinguifh Chriftians ‘from Heathens and 
Jews. : sre 

My. Milner:conftantly reprefents humility as the bafis of 
all Chriftian virtues, and writes as af he thought that -no 
man could be humble, who attributes freedom, ;as a fel- 
determining power, to the bu-nan will; but we cannot fay 
thatour own ebfervation has. Jed us to adopt his opinions. 
We have feeh as ‘much arrogance difplayed by philofopbical 
meceflarians, and by the molt rigid Calvimfts, as .we ever 
witneffed among the followers of ,Archbifhop King, -or of 
Arminius ; and we muft have leave to fay, that even the pre- 
fent author himfelf, in bis comparifon of the primitive with 
the modern doftrines, fcatters vague cenfures ‘on his con- 
temporaries, which breathe not the fpirit either of charity 
or humility. 

Thus, after juflly cenfuring Pliny for calling athing mad- 
nefs and depraved fuperflition, on the face of which he ac- 
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knowledged himfelf to have feen much good and nq evil, 
he adds (p. 150), 


* But the fame thing is practifed by many at this day, who call 
themfelves Chriftians, but are really as averfe to the gofpel as 
Pliny was ; andif we would not hedeceived by mere names, but 
would erterfinto the fpirit of things, it would not be difficult to 
underftand who they are that refemble Pliny, and who they arc 
who refemble the Chriftians of Bithynia.’’ 


Such vague cenfures as this, for which, as far as our ob- 
fervation has extended, there appears to be no ground what- 
ever, indicates nothing of Chriftian humihty or charity. 
We have never met with a fingle man of found mind calling 
himfelf a Chriftian—far lefs with many of this defcription, 
who ftigmatized, with opprobrious epithets, any thing in 
which he profefféd to fee much good and no evil; nor have 
we ever met with an Arminian fo proud, that after compa- 
ring himfelf with the learned Caribe: he would have fpoken 
of fuch a rival as having only ‘* fome Knowledge of Chrif- 
tianity !’” On the following paffage we make no other re- 
mark, than that if it difplays not much charity, it is at leaft 
a proof of this author’s zeal againft Arminianifm in the 
Church, and Toryifm in the State. 


“© Tt has been obferved, that the attempt of THE CouRT oF 
CHARLES THE FIRST to draw over fome of the parliamentary 
leaders to their intereft, was a fure fign of the diminution of regal 
defpotifm. Saran beheld the decay of his empire of idolatry 
and philofophy in the fame light ; and it behoved him to try the 
fame arts to preferve what remained.’’ P. 264. 


Did this comparifon of the Arminian court of Charles the 
Firft, to the court of Satan, proceed from the author’s hu- 
mility and charity ? 

There are many paffages in this hiftory of the fecond cen- 
tury equally reprehenfible : but there is likewife in it much 
that is excellent, from which we quote with pleafure the au- 
thor’s opinion of the deference due to the teftimony of the 
primitive church. 


*« We hence (from quotations that he had made) fee that all 
parties, notwithftanding the contempt, which fome affect, of the 
teftimony of antiquity and tradition, are glad to avail themfelves 
of it where they can ; which is itfelf a proof of the tacit confent 
of all mankind, that this teftimony, though by no means decifive 
(with refpeét to doctrines), nor fuch as yi ever to be put in 
competition with Scripture, yet weighs fomething, and ought 


mot to be treated with unreferved difdain,” P. 258, 
Vv . 
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The third century of the Chriftian ara was diftinguithed. 


by manv eminent writers in the church, «s well as by much 
ecclefiaftical bufinefs ;\ and the hiftory of it accordingly fills 
more than half of the volume ‘before us. Mr, Milner has 
rendered it extremely interefting, by making it in fut a 
biographical bittory ;—=a_ fpecies of compofition more gene- 
‘rally attra€tive than perhaps anyother form in which hiltory 
could be written. It extends through twenty-two long 
chapters, in which are detailed the lives and tranfa&tions o 

freneus, Tertullian, + Pantenus, Clemens Alexandrinus, and 
Origen, ai properly conneéted with the flate of the church 
during the reigns of the Emperors Severus and Caracalla. 
Wehavethen a fhort account of the {tite of Chriftianity du- 
ring the reigns of Micrinus, Heliogabalus, Alexander Se 
verus, Maximinus,, Pupienus, Gordian, and Philip; but 
Mr. Milner does not reprefent Alexander and Philip as fo 
very favourable to Chriftianity, as they appear in the pages 
of Mofheim. Cyprian, archbifhop of Carthage, is his great 
. Chriftian hero, on whofe converfion, promotion to the epif- 
copal dignity, vigilance and integrity in that chara€ter, and 
truly Chriftian martyrdom, he dwells with delight. In re. 
ply to Mofheim, who charges this excellent prelate with 
ambition, the prefent author fays, 


‘‘ Every thing has two handles. Cyprian has been reprefented 
as ftretching the epifcopal power beyond its due bounds. I fee 
no evidence that he exceeded the powers of his predeceffors. A 
pious care for the good of fouls,—not any ambition for the ex. 
tenfion of his own authority, feems to influence his mind in thefe 
affairs ;—but of this the learned reader muft judge for himfelf, 
who will take the pains to examine his epiftles with attention,’* 
P. 350. 


After condu&ting this zealous father of the church through 
all the trials of his epifcopal life, the author draws a long 
comparifon between his character and the character of Ori- 
gen; and in every thing, except extent of learning and pro 
fundity of thought, he gives the preference, we think juftly, 
to Cyprian. It muft be conteffled, however, that he writes 
fometimes-as if he thought all human learning and fcience 
prejudicial to the caufe of Chriftiantruth, though he admits, 
at other times, that mathematical and phyfical {cience, as well 
as logic and rhetoric, may be neceflary to the preachers of the 
- Gofpel. 

_ The dread of human learning or {cience of any kind feems, 
in the miniflers of the Golpel very firange to us; for how 
2 uld 
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could the Scriptares of the Old and New Teftaments be un- 
derflood without a competent knowledge of the languages 
in which they were written, and of the errors which much 
of them was written'to oppofe? Even smetaphyfital {cience, 
to which this hiftorian feems to have had the frongeft anti- 
pithy, danhot be ufetefs, if, as he fays, and fays traly, here- 


fies and infidelity hatvegenerally fpru among thofe who 
were addicted to ehesfe fpechiaions. The herefy to which, 
in this century, he thinks tétaphyfics:gave rife, is the -doc- 
trine of Free will, which he reprefénts as ah ‘adulteration 
of the Golpel ;” and it feems to have been for his maintaitr- 
ing of ‘that doétrine, that he generally writes of Origen in 
terms of rancour. He likewife reprehends Clemens Alex- 
andrinus for faying— 


“‘T efpoufe neither this nor that philofophy, néither the 
Stoic, nor the Platonic, nor the Epicurean, nor that of Arifto- 
tle; but whatever any of thefe fects hath faid, that is fit ahd 
jut ; whatever teaches righteoufnefs With ‘a divine ‘and’ religious 
reed Sim all this 1 fele€t, and call it philofophy.”” 


It will not furprife the reader to find that the man, who 
could cenfare Clemens for fuch rational and upright con- 
du&, condemned with the greateft feverity the faying of the 
fame philofophical father of the church, “ that faith is God’s 
gift, Bui fo as to depend on our own free. will.” 

Mr. Milner’s principal obje& feems to be to perfuade his 
readers that the Calvimitic notions of o¢iginal fin, individual 
eleétion, juflification by faith oly, and the tre ftie influenve 
ef grace, together with the doétrines of the Trinity in unity, 
‘the incarnation of the Son of God, and atonement by bis blood, 
were the doétrines of the three firft centuries, for which 
Cyprian and all the noble army of martyrs fo heroically fhed 
their blood. That the doétrines of the Trinity, mcarnation, 
aténement, and the neceffity of divine grace, were eniverfally 
held, during that period, by what He calls the géneral church, 
he has indeed completely proved; but he has us completely 
‘failed in his attempts to prove that the primitive fathers were 
‘Calvinifis. We are far from queftioning his ‘integrity. He 
feemsto have been a pious, zealous, anid in ‘every refpeft 
excellent man; but fome of his proofs of the Calviniftic 
views of the fathers ferve only to fhow how completely the 
Ynind even of fuch a man may be warped by ‘prejudice in 
behalf of a party or a fyftem. , 

St. Cyprian, in order to prove that the baptifm of infants, 
amony Chriftisns, fhould not, ‘Hike <ircumelfion among ‘the 

Jews, 
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mos be poftponed: to the eighth day, thus. exprefles him 
%. ; ‘ 


“* Porroautem fi etiam, gravifimis deliforibus, et in’ Deum mute 
tum ante peccautibus, cum poftea crediderint, remiffa + peccatorum 
datur, et a baptifino atque a gratia nemo prohibetur; quanto 
magis prohiberi non dehet infans, qui recens natys nihil peecavit, 
nifi quod fecundum Adam carnaliter. natus contaginm mortit antia 
qua prima nativitate contraxit P qui ad remiffam peccatorum acei- 
piendam hoc ipfo facilius accedit, quod illi remittuntur non pro- 
pria, fed aliena peccata.’* | 


Of thefe words Mr. Milner gives the following tranfla- 
tion, to prove that Cyprian, and the council of Carthage 
confifting of fixty-fix bifhops, in whofe name he wrote, 
had the fame notions of original fin with Calvin and his 


followers, 


** If even to the foulefP offenders, when they afterwards believe, 
remiffion of fins is granted, and none is prohibited from baptifim 
and grace ; how much more fhould an infant be admitted ;—who, 
juft born, hath not finned in any refpeét, except, that being car- 
nally produced according to Adam, he hath, in his firft birth, 
contragied the contagion if the antient deadly nature ;—and who ob- 
tains remiffion of fins with the lefs difficulty, becaufe not-his own 
actual guilt, but that of another is to be remitted.’’ P. 42. 





Even this gives little countenance to the Ca/uiniftic notions 
of original fin ; and the words of Cyprian give ftill lefs. 
* To the fouleft offenders” is no tranflation of the words ** gra- 
vifimis deliéioribus, ef in Deum multum ante pevcantibus ;”’ 
_and the words ‘* contraéted the contagion of the antient deadly 
nature,’ Convey a meaning altogether different from the 
fenfe.of the original pat tas contagium mortis antique.” 
The words and, and aétual, in the laft claufe, which we have 
_printed in the Italic charaéter, are not in the original. Whe- 
ther Cyprian’s do@rine or Mr. Milner’s be moft conionant 
_to the ered Scriptures, we are not at prefent called on to 
decide ; but Cyprian's do@rine is unqueftionably this: 


‘¢ Tfeyen to the worft offenders finning lang (ar much) againt 
God, when they have afterwards believed, remiflion of fins is 





7 
- 7h) ee err — — _ —_—- 


* Epift. 59 Ed, Pam. 64 Ed, Fell, 
+ Pamelius has obferved that it feems to be peculiar to. Cy. 
prian and Tertullian (whom Cyprian called his mafter) to ufe the 


_ Word remiffa for remiffie, 
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nted, and no one is prohibited from baptifm and grace ; how. 
ch more fhould an intant not be prohibited, who, being re. 
cently born, hath offended in nothing, except, that being car- 
nally born (or tten) yecetean | to Adam, he hath, by his firtt 


birth, contracted the contagion of the antient death (or of the 
death lopg Ago incurred)? who is admitted to the remiffion of 
fins the more readily, for this very reafon, that to him not’ his 
own, but another man’s fins are forgiven.’* 


Mr. Milner is decidedly of. opinion that the original cone 
Ritution of the church was epifcopal, and that the authority 
of the bifhop over the clergy, as well as ove: the people, 
though not ablfolute, was very great. He fpeaks likewife 
occafionally of the great importance of ordination, which, he 
fays, was the privilege of the bifhops alune, and yet he feems 
to forget this circumflance, when he writes, (which he 
often does) as if it were a matter of no great confequence 
whether a man be of an epifcopal, a.prefbyterian, or an .in- 
dependent church. The arguments for thefe three, torms 
of church-government, he fays, may be briefly flated 
thus : 


«* In no one inftance does the independent plan appear to have 
a folid foundation either in fcripture or antiquity ; yet the inter. 
ference of the people, and the fhare of authority exercifed by 
them (in the eleétion not ordination of bifhops) though never on 
the plan of independent congregations, gives fome plavfible co- 
lour to 1nperenvency. The prefbyterian fyftem feems to be 
fcriptural and primitive, fo far‘as the infticution of the clergy is 
concerned, but defettive for want of a bifhop. The cpifcopal 
form, no doubt, obtained in all the primitive churches without 
exception; but what effectually checks the pride of thofe, who 
are fond of the pomp of hierarchy—it muft be confefied; that 
py il epifcopacy had no fecular mixtures and appendages,’* 

- 518, 


And pray, good Sir, who ever faid that it had fuch mix. 
tures and appendages, or that fuch mixtures and appendages 
are at all effential to the conftitution of the Church as a {pi- 
ritual fociety ? The epifcopal churches in Scotland and t 
United States of America have no fuch appennages as you 
{peak of; and yet the moft ftrenuous advocates divine 
right in England, will admit that the clergy of thefe churches 
have the fame authority to minifter in divine things, with the: 
clergy of thofe churches of which the bilhops may be peers 
or princes, The great queflion between the three churches 
is, ** through what channel or by what means do their ref- 

c€tive clergy derive authority to a€t as the ambaffadors of 
Chri and flewards of the myfleries of God ?” This ar 
I, 








conftitution of the primitive church, affeéts to think of Tittle 
importance ; and, to court favour perhaps with fuch pref. 
byterians and independents as have the fame notions with 
himfelf of original fin, predéftination, and juftification, &c. 
pai M very common among our modern true churchmen), 

reprefents even Srpriae himfelf as writing to his clergy * 
—the prefbyters and deacons of Carthage, to fufpend trom 
comenuees en a we ne ear Sos i 
t r with. his affociates. Ifthe rs of Carthage 
ted amehattaned fufpend from ssonmualit ap oe however 
unworthy, the inference ‘is obvious—the bifhop and. they 
= the fameorder ; but let us attend to Cyprian him- 
elf. 


** Cum Feliciflimus comminatus fit, non communicaturos in 


morte fecum, qui nobis obtemperaffent, id eft, qui nobis com. 


municarent : accipiat fententiam quam prior dixit; ut abftentum 
fe a. nosis {ciat;’’ 


So that it was Cyprian himfelf who excommunicated Fe- 
liciffimus, though the perfons to whom he wrote were not 
the prefbyters of Carthage, bat Caldanus and Herculanus,two 
neighbouring difhops ; on whom, together with two prefby- 
ters, he had devolved , in fome degree, the care of his church 
during his own banifhment. | | " 

Mr. Milner contends, that the power of pong irdcles, 
together with occafional revelation, continued in the church’ 
to the very end of the third century; and he fupports’ his 
opinion by much ftronger arguments than feem to have oc~’ 
curred to thofe who have adopted the opinions of Dr,’ Mid- 
dleton on this fubjeft. «That Cyprian was favoured with 


fome warnings from above, he thinks highly probable; and — 


he feems to have entertained no doubt but that Gregory Thau- 
maturgus wrought many miracles. Into this long-agitated,’ 
and yet undecided queltion, our limits, had we the inclina- 
tion, will not permit us to enter, Weare perfe&tly aware, 
that it will provoke nothing but the laugh of fcorn among 
Unitarians and the pupils of Michaelis and’ Eichorn ; but 
ie, (a is not argument; and when the perfecutions of the 
faithful in this work are pathetically d, ‘are duly con- 
fidered, it will perhaps appear aoe tt to refle€ting men of 
fober minds, that the ‘church as fupported and enlarged 
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Mr. M,, though he gives a very candid view of the adtual 






















ok anid canal aii 





168 Bijbop of Lincoln's Charge. 


by fomething more than the ordinary effufions: of the Spirit 
of Godan. 


+ sas /(To be continued.) 
Le, 
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Arr. Vil. A Charge delivered. to: the Clergy of the Diocefe 
“of Lincolit} at the Triennial Vifitation of that Diccefe m 
7 May June, and July, 1812. George Tomline, D.Dix 

F.R.8. Lord Bifbop of Linceln. 28 pp. Price 28.-6d. 
Cadell and Davies. 1812. 
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“PPE labours of this moft learned and. ex Prelate 
have; fince his firft'acceffion to his exalted office; been 
uniformly dire€ted to the fupport of that Eftablifhment, of 
which he is fo diftinguifhed an ornament. As long 8 that 
eftablifhment fhall endure, the members of it muff regard 
the different works of the Bishop of Lincoln, as containing 
all. the materials, moft effential to their religious improve- 
ment atid inflruétion, and the difcovery of the-errors, frauds, 
and machinations of their opponents, to the confirmation 
of their principles, and of their determination to perfevere 
to the end in their vindication and defence, 
_ If. there ever was,a period in'‘our hiftory fince the time 
af the Reformation, when a perfect knowledge of our duty 
was; important, and an unthaken refolution to vindicate 
and. defend our principles. demanded, it is the prefent. Now 
it is that,under the delufive idea of liberality, we are called 
ypom'to furrender the out-works of our Nicteeds, to fuffer 
our jud ments to be over-ruled by arguments, the fallacies 
of which have been again and again demonftrated ; and final] 
to-give power over our beft rights to thofe, whofe reftle 
exertions to attain it, would of itfelf juftify fulpicion;' did 
not the of hiftory furnifh the maak ineontroverti- 
ble. proots how often and wath what feverity they have 
abufed it, Now it is that the vigilance of our guardi 
becomes more iunmediately pet og nor can their acute- 
nels, their fagacity, or their courage ever be more feafona- 
bly exerted. In this excellent ge, from the Bifhop of 
Lincoln, the dangers before us are pointed out with the ex- 
tremeft moderation, but the seeeffity of our. ftrenuous ad- 


herence to the religious principles of our forefathers is impe- 
rioully enforced, 


The 
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The Refutation of Calvinifm is fated by the Bithop to 
inchude in its firft, third, and fourth chapters, the Charges 
delivered by him at the Vifitations of hts Diocefe in the 
years L808, 1806, 1809, with the exception of the con- 
cluding part of the latver charge. This was not inferted 
in that work, becaufe it did not relate tothe immediate fabject 
difeuffed in that volume, but as it is referred to in the begine 
ning of the prefent Charge, the part them omitted is here 
introduced, and we fhould neither do juftice to the author 
po our reader’s, if we did not iniert the following ex- 
t 


“« A review of the Hiftory of the Proteftant Church is always 
interefting and ufeful to its members, but it is peculiarly fo in 
confequence of attempts which have been lately made to admit 
Roman Catholics, into all offices and. fituations of traft and con. 
fidence, without any exception, No one can be a greater friend 
than.1 am to toleration, properly fo called; I confider it as @ 
mark of the true church, as a principle récognized by the moft 
eminent.of our reformers and divines. But I contend, that the 
Roman:Catholies are already in complete poffefion of religious 
toleration. What they now demand is political power—a {pecies 
of political power; which, in my judgment, could not be 
without extreme hazard to our Coniftitution in Church and State. 
Popery isnot only.a fyftem of religion—it is allo a fyftem of 
ees This indeed is fo manifei from the hiftory of thefe 

ingdoms, fubfequent as well as prior to the Reformation, that 
thofe who have of late undertaken the caufe of the, Papifts,~ and 
urged the removal of all the reftraints, a pesan the, wifdom and 
piety of our anceftors, to, prevent a repetition of thofe g sy'su and 
miferies which were freth ip their memories, affure us, that 
now is different from what popery was. I am confident that this 
opinion ‘has. led many to fupport the claims of the Papifts, who 
are truly and zealoufly attached-te the Church of England, and 
would be among its mof firm defenders in any time of trial; 
+, I am convinced that no opinion was ever more unfounded,’* 

- 5. 


On the prefent occafion, the charge commences with a 
judicious and animated apoftrophe in commendation of the 
recent Eftablifhment of a Syftem of National Education, 
under the [auétion, of the highelt authorilies in the Kingdom ; 
and from which the happieft confequence may doubtlefs be in- 
ferred, and among others that. by eftablifhing genuine chrif- 
tianity, in the minds of the rifing generation, the power of 


fupporting this our Proteltant Church will be extended and 


increafed, 


It 
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It is very fagacioufly argued that the queftion of a Church 
Eftablifhment, and of Toleration of thofe who diffent from 
it, was not thoroughly underftood, till the “sang of the Re- 

ome 


volution. It required an experiment of years, to al- 
certainywhat the conduét of Papifls living under a Proveftant 
eftablifhment would be—after fuch an experiment had been 
duly made, the great and wife men who fettled the Revolu- 
tion, made certain laws againft Papifls, not upon theory 
but in confequence of fats; of perils and evils aétually 
experienced. Of thefe laws in the progrefs of time fince’ 
the Revolution, many have been repealed—Some are yet in 
force—Papifts are not allowed to fit in Parliament, to fill 
the great ofhces of State, prefide in our courts, or to com- 
mand our army or navy. 

No man of common candour or of common fenfe will 
pretend to affert that thefe difabilities in the flighteft degree 
inter fere with religious toleration, with the exercife of re- 
ligious worthip; nay, this latter is not only permitted to 
the Papifls, but proteéted; more than this, the Papifts in 
all their petitions to Parliament, tacitly allow that they pollels 
the full enjoyment of religious liberty. Toleration therefore 
is out perfectly out of the queflion ; having this then, in its en- 
tire extent, what is it which they require? evidently, Political 
Power. Why is this withheld? for this great and good 
reafon, which no fubtilty can evade, no logic refute, and 
which we truft, no clamour will fet afide ; becaufe opinions 
are held by thofe who feek this power, incompatible with the 
fafety of our conftitution in church and flate. This is fo 
admirably argued in what follows, that to abridge would 
weaken, and to omit would be injuftice. 





** Proteftantifm is an effential part of the Britifh conftitution 9 
and therefore the conftitution does not allow the King to be a 
papift, becaufe a popifh king could not be expected to maintain 
a Proteftant eflablifhment. It is alfo a principle of our confti- 
tution, that the king fhould have advifers in the difcharge of 
every part of his royal functions—and is it to be imagined, that 
papifts would advife meafures in fupport of the caufe of Protef. 
tantifm? a fimilar obfervation may be applied to the two houfes 
of Parliament: would popifh peers or popifh members of the 
Houfe of Commons enaét laws for the fecurity of the Proteftant 
government? would they not rather repeal the whole Proteftant 
code, and make popery again the eftablithed religion of the 
country ? ; 

*€ It has been afferted, that becaufe papifts are good foldiers and 
failors, they would be honeft and faithful muinifters of ies 

This 
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This.is by no means‘a neceffary inference. We admit that. too 
much cannot be faid in praife of the chearful obedience and-uns 
daunted bravery of thofe of our popith fellow-fubjects, who 
have engaged in the fervice of their country. But foldiers and 
failors are inftruments in the hands of others; they act as they 
are ordered ; and hitherto they have been under the command of 
men devoted to the king and to the conftitution. It is other. 
wife with refpeét to minifters of ftate. It is their bufinefs to 
direst—io frame Jaws—and to propofe meafures of foreign policy 
and internal government. Whoevts is acquainted with the 
public concerns of this country, muft know, that the whole 
complicated machine of its government is conduted by one 
perfon, or by a fmall number of perfons, of fuperior energy and 
talents. How great, then, muft be the danger in having thefe 
few perfons difafieéted to one of the effential parts of our con. 
ftitution? let us fuppofe, that there had been no teft-luws, no 
difabling ftatutes, in the year 1745, when an attempt was made 
to overthrow the proteftant government, and to place a popith 
fovereign upon the throne of thefe kingdoms; and let us fuppofe, 
that the leading men in the houfes of Parliament, that the 
minifters of ftate, and the commanders of our armies, had then. been 
papifts. Wall any one contend, that that. formidable rebellion, 
fupported as it was. by a foreign enemy, would have. been re 
fitted with the fame zeal, and fuppreffed with the fame facility, 
as when all the meafures were planned and executed by fincere 
Proteftants, who knew and felt, that the conteft in which they 
were engaged, was to decide, whether this country was again 
to be plunged into all the miferies of popifh tyranny, or to 
continue to enjoy all the bleflings of a Proteftant government. 
Such a change of circumftances might have caufed a very dif. 
ferent refult irom that, which was in fact fo decifive, as to put 
an end to all attempts to eftablifh popery by force in thefe king- 
doms. Does any one employ in his private concerns thofe whom 
he thinks difaffeted to his intereft, who he knows would rejoice 
in his difgrace and ruin? and fhall we place. men, whoft princj- 
pies would lead them to introduce ry and arbitrary power, 
in public fitwations, the duty of which is to maintain our free 
. civil conftirution, and. to prote& our pure proteftant eftablith- 
ment ? were. papifts. invefted with power, they could not but 
be folicitous to overthrow an eftablifhment, which they believe to 
be heretical and founded in error; and to fubftitute that religion, 
to which they believe Salvation exclufively confined, The more 
— papifts are, the more eager they muft be upon this point,” 
” 14. f . . 


The learned prelate next proceeds to weigh the abfiird 
affertion made by fome, that exclufion from powei 1s perfe. 
cution—it is no fuch thing, nor are they convertible terms— 
perfecution infliéts punifhment, caciohie from power is a 


negative 
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ps ee as detailed in our. annals,: will faiscrnelae 
evince; and not in ovr own country alone; but in. every 
other where pepery has been predominant ; can there be any 
firohger argument neceffary to -perfift in excluding papifis 
from political power ? At this part of this able charge the 
opinions both of Mr, Hume and Mr. Fox are judicioufly 
and forcibly adduced in proof of the pofition ; ‘that’ laws 


_ cannot be efficacioufly adminiftered by thofe who are hoftile 


to the {pirit in which they were framed.—What, it is afked, 
was the mode adopted by James to fubvert the conftitution? 
why, the removal of all religious. tefls refpetting perfons ad=— 
mitted into offices of power, Strange indeed, it is obferved 
at p. 19,—That attempts to remove fuch tefts thould find 
admirers and fupponmers among the moft zealous advocates 
of the glorious Revolution—Among thefe advocates, are 
many who anxioufly defire to remove thofe guards which 
they who promoted the Revolutionthought indifpenfable for 
the ftability of our civil and ecclefiaftical eflablilhment. 
The very arguments ufed by the friends of the popith claims, 
are thiofe which appear in the. two declarations of James the 
Second ; and thele arguments are anfwered, beyond the 


power of refutation, in the public doctiment of Penfionary 


Fagel, as introduced by the learned prelate at pp.’ 20,'21, 
from Kennett’s Hiftory of England. ~ Joaietls 

We would allo tere to know by what power of words 
or arguments, _the following obfervation is to be anfwered— 


‘* Tt is declared in one of the:99 Articles, that the King is 
Head of our Charch, without being tubje@ to-any foreign power ; 
and it is exprefsly faid that the ‘of Rome has no jurif. 
diétion within thefe realms *. On the contrary; papitts. af- 
fert, that the pope is fupreme head of the whole chriftian. 
chorch, and that allegiance is due to him from every individual 


‘member, in all fpiritual matters. This direét: tion to 


one of the fundamental principles of the ecclefiaftical part of 
our conftitution, is alone fofficient’ to oe Se exclufion 
y- 


of papifts from all fituatians of’ authority.: 


that obedience in civil matters is dae to the king, But 
cafes muft arife in which eivil and religious duties will clah ; 


and he knows but lirtle of the influence of the popifh religion 


over the minds of its vetaries, who doubts which-of thefe duties 
would be facrificed to the other. Moreover, the moft. fubtle 


_ gafuifiry. cannot always difcriminate between temporal apd fpi- 
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ritual things; and in truth, the concerns of this life not, unfre. 
quently partake of both charaéters.”* P.21. at ' SETI 


The fubjeé& of the veto is next confidered. ‘By the friends 
of the popith queftion in both houfes, in 1808, it was pro. 

fed, and unde rftood to have been propofed from authority, 
Tiat the king ‘ary a negative upon the 
of popifh bifhops in Ireland. Other fovereigns of Europe 
shave this power, and-out bas at with: refpe& Ao 
the popith feesof Quebec.. : But .no, this was peremptorily 
and pofitively refufed, upon the woe: of its violqing 
the rights of the Sovereign Pontiff. From the coalbiene 
‘arid the obftinancy of ‘this refufal; it is undeniably ‘inferred 
‘ttiat ‘the pap ifts of of he pete day ‘do not at’ all differ frdm 
‘the pap Of former adhere with the fame per- 
‘tinacity to the forms anadife pline-of ‘their charch, = 
tnonftrate the fame uriconciliatory ‘temper, 'a.d thei 
fibility of ‘their’ acquiefeence, ‘ih ‘any . terms of fativt oty 
Fecirty to ‘our eftablifhineént, 

Tf other proofs were'watititig fiat the do@rines soe 
ples of pa Fi re'the fameto day ab yefterday , they are oo 
‘ently exhibited inthe TraGtatus de cele fia Chit, publified 
b y witha forthe uife of the Racers Maynooth Collogs 
in J atatepablicadion ot Mr: Plowden, calledthe “Cafe 5” 
in Dr. Troy’s Letter, and itt various other recent avowals of 
bapitticg wtitets ;'in all of whith’ the infallibility of: the 

omith church is 'r ‘and ‘unequivocally maintained. 
Finally, ‘may ‘it be atked, ‘have the ‘conceflions’ already made 
‘to the papi ,tnade ‘ther more hapecrriu.. more loyal, 
‘or mote ul? ' 

‘The paras ‘of ‘the whe ‘is, that there is abondatt 
reafon for rejefting'thie'p refent claims. The catholic queltion, 
‘as it is termed, iS po litical «as en as religious. — Our 
‘adverfaries, indeed, dibufly Keep religious confiderations 
‘out of © but ‘this fieand-the tobi flemolate the minifters 
‘of che ‘efablifhed Church to recal to the'recolleétion of their 
flocks, the ‘catifes ‘of our feparation from the ‘Church ‘of 
Rome, and the evil confequences of’ its power, not the lefs 
bitter for having ‘been ‘remote. ‘Popifh ' legiflators ' muft 
‘enatt popith laws’; if the ‘king has'popifb advifers ‘he muft 
receive popifh advice—may the ap ——— occafioned 
‘by the popith ¢laims, tend to the healing the SHOE Wg 


proceftanks, and make us one flock ‘under one-fhe 
Such ts the anal PB this admirable Addrels, to whitch 
af we have not re pies aye uftice, it is on “becaufe 
imat 


we do ot fully efi value and importance, bat 
 -becaufe 
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becaufe we muft have reprinted the whole, word for word, 
to have impreffed the reader with feelings fimilar to our 


own. 
4. # 
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Art. VIII. Watlington Hill ; a Poem, by Mary Ruffel Mit- 
ford. 12m0." 48 pp. 5s. Printed by Valpy ; probably 
forthe Author. 1812. | 


T is the cry of bad authors that critics are malignant, en- 

vious, ill-judging; and the cry is loud, becaule bad au- 
thors are numerous. But critics, after all, are men, and 
by turns all forts of men; for who that can write has not 
fometimes written criticifms for the public?—and what man, 
deferving the name, can fail to receive delight from the 
efforts, improvements, and maturity of genius? If fuch 
men there are, andthey happen to turn critics, we under- 
take not their defence: much lefs do we fthare their feel- 
ings. Nor will we deny (unmanly though it may feem to 
fuch heroes) that we have a kind of particuler regard for fe- 
male genius; as we admire, in every line of excellence, 
that which does the moft with leaft advantages. 

Such is the genius of Mifs Mitford, who, in her modeft, 
yet animated evlogy on Oxford, calls herfelf ‘* th’ unlet- 
ter’d maid,” yet writes on that and every fubje& in her 
poem, what the moft lettered may read with delight ; and 
ought to praife, without the affectation of a proud referve. 
We have watched the progrefs of Mifs Mitford. We faw in 
her firft efforts much to commend ; in their improved edition 
ftill more;.in her Chriflina, a very taterelin tale, told 
with ingenuity, and verfified with graceful eafe. In her 
prefent poem, we hail fuch an approach to finifhed writing, 
as will foon require no critical corref&tions; unlefs the 
fhould grow, as we have feen fome female authors grow, 
too bold for care, and too haughty for correétion. At pre- 
fent there appears no danger of this. Her modefty is equa! 
to her merit, and what her merit is we fhall endeavour to 
inform our readers. 

** Watlington Hill’’ is, like other poems of fimilar title, 
defcriptive ; but it is original. It is not copied from an 
other ** Hill,”’ either old or new ; from all of which it is 
diftinguifhed both by form and flyle. It is of the lyric form, 
and beginsin a ftyle of familiar eafe, which by no means 
promifes the higher excurfions of the Mule, which ate to 

follow, 












Mifs Mitford’s Watlington Hill. 175 


follow. The obje& feems to be only to, defcribe a courfing 
party. ‘In its eafe, however, it is graceful and ingenious, © 
‘© Tis pleafant to dance in Jordly hall 
When the merry harp is ringing ; 
? Tis {weet in the bow’r at ev’ning’s fall 
Tolift to the night-bird’s finging ; 
*Tis lovely to view the autumnal hue, 
As it gilds the woodland mountain ; 
Or when fummer glows, to pluck the rofe, 
And quaff from the dew’s pure fountain. 
But fatigue in pleafure’s guife is clad, 
And the fong fo fweet makes the light heart fad 5 
And autumn tells of joys that fly, 
And fummer’s charms in languor die : 
If ye would have all hope can bring, 
Take the firft morn of early fpring ! 
If ye would warm your life-blood chill, 
Go courfe on Watlington’s fair hill.” P, 7. 


We continue with the fportfmen and greyhounds for two 
ftanzas more, and the playful ingenuity by which the moft 
celebrated dogs are introduced and praifed by name has a 
very pleafing effet. Then we come to the view. 


“«¢ Leave we them all: to ftand awhile 
Upon the topmoft brow, 

And mark how, many a length’ning mile, 
The landfcape fpreads below.’’” FP. 12. 


After fome beautiful views of natural objeéts, and gene- 
ral fcenery, we ws upon the fite of Brittwell Nunnery, 
where the tale of the fair exiles, driven out by a liberty 
which they fought not, to a world which they had renoun- 
céd, is very elegantly told. - The next obje& which prefents 
itfelf is Chalgrove field, and as the young poetefs has been 
bred up im all the enthufiafm of liberty *, we cannot won- 
der that fhe pours out an energetic eulogy on Hampden. 
But, if we differed from her on. that fubje&t more than we 
do, we could not be offended at an. eulogy coupled with 
that of Lord Falkland, and fan&tioned by the allowance of 
Clarendon. 

*« Hard as it is amidft the jar 
Of falling thrones, of civil war, 


To judge of man’s inconftant ftate, 
Ev’n ne confefs’d thee good and great. 


* A liberty falfely fuppofed to be in danger ; whereas daring her 
whole life and much longer, there has always*been moft danger of 
sts running into excels. 

How 
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How was the Stuart fall’n, when thoa 
Didft brave his pow’r with dauntlefs brow: 
How rais’d, when Falkland by him ftood, 
As great as thou, as wife, as good! 
O who, by ] fame mifled, 
Who thal the righteous caufe decide, 
When for his king Lord Falkland bled, > 
When Hampden for his country died?’ P. 20, 


The mild virtues of Queen Anne are then celebrated, on 
lancing upon the profpeét of Ewelm, where fhe once re- 
ided. A well deferved tribute, and appropriately paid. 

Some diftant objects are now enumerated, as Faringdon, 
Wallingford, and Whitenham ridge; and then Oxford is 
introduced with becoming dignity and:elegance. 


** But what is that, which, to the right, _ 
n.th’ horizon’s utmoft verge, 
A fairy picture, glitters bright, 
Like fea-foam on the crelted farge ? 
Is it the varying fleecy cloud, 

That takes in {port the figure proud, 
Where domes and turrets feem ‘to rife, 

And fpity fteeples mock our eyes ? 
No; real is that lovely fcene, 

*Tis England’s boaft ! *Tis Learning*s Queen ! 
*Tis Oxford !—Not th’ unletter’d maid 
Muy date approach her hallow'd thade ; 

Nor chant a requiem to: each name 
“That waken’d thereto deathlefs fame ; 
Nor bid the Mufe’s blefling reft 

For ever in her honour’d Breatt.”? 


She who-can fo celebrate Oxford, certaisily prefents no 
unworthy tribute, whether “ lettered’’ or not. Tout all the 
ardour of the poetical fpirit is maturally kindled on viewing 
“ Foreft Hill,” the early refidence of Milton. ‘ Thou 
faw’ft him,” the fays, with peculiar elegance, 


‘* Thou faw’it him in his happier hour, 
When life was love, and genius T3 
When at his touch th’ awaken’d ftring 
All joyous hail’d the laughing {pring ; 
And like the fun, his radiant eyes 
Glanc’d on thy earthly Paradife. 

Thou did’ft not fee thofe eyes fo bright, 
Forever queneh’d in cheerlefs night ; 
Thou didft not hear his anguifh’d lays 
Of «evil tongues, and evil days,’ 














Thou faw’ft but his gay youth, fweet fpot { 
Happieft for what thou faweftnot! 
And happy fill!" P. 26. 


The remainder of the poem is chiefly. occupied in cele- 


brating two contrafted obje&s, called to mind by the view of 
Sherburn Lodge ; a youthful and beautiful friend, and the 
venerable Lady Dowager Macclesfield, then on the point of 
death. In the clofe the author briefly turns to her courfng 
friends, and concludes with equal grace and elegance. We 
fhould be ungrateful, for the Leisiettion enjoyed in the pe- 
rufal of this pleafing and ingenious poem, if we did not 
flgongly recommend it to our readers. 


———_- _— a 





Art. 1X. Travels in Greece, Paleftine, Egypt, and Barbary, 
during the Years 1806 and 1807, By F, A. De Chateau- 
briand. Tranflated from the French by Frederick Shoberl. 
2 vols. 8vo. pp. 440 and 388, 11,48. Colburn, 1811. 


THE author of thefe travels is of a certain celebrity in his 


own country, though at prefent he is only’ known in. 


England by the work of which the tranflation is now beiore 
us. Thefe travels exhibit the very fingular phetiomenon ‘of 
an author, quitting his native country for the inveftigation 
of remote f{cenes of fatigue, difficulty, and danger ; not with 


any view to the publication of bis travels, "but im ‘ordér ‘to 


qualify himfelf to give accurate reprefentations of fcenes, 
places, and manners, cafually introduced in'a work of ima- 
gination: The original work which gave occafidn to thefe 
travels is entitled, “* Les Martyrs, ou la Triumphe de la Re« 
ligion Chretienne,” and ‘has not, we believe, at prefent been 


tranflated into our language, though we are given to undef. 


ftand that it has paffed through multiplied editions on the 
Continent. ‘Such it feems was the fole motive for under- 
taking thefe travels, and it is exprefely declared.by the au- 
thor himfelf, that he now givesthem to the Public with regret,” 


aud in {pite of bimfelf. No: information is communicated . 


why this violence was done to the author's feelings, norin- 


deed does it materially fignify. We have no -feruple in af- 


ferting that the travels, as here!reprefented, are. exceedingly 


entertaining, indicative of no'common ardour and enthufi+ 

alm, and every where demonftratitig extenfive reading; and 

much general knowledges® 6 °°) 8 FR ee 
We give, accordin: to our cuftom, a cofitife‘analyfis. '*~ 


The work is introduced by two memoirs, of which the 
! N 


fir 
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that opened before us; then turning to the left between a kind of 
prifons of plafter, denominated houfes, we arrived, at twenty. 
two minutes paft twelve, at the convent of the Latin Fathers. 
I found it in the poffeffion of Abdallah’s foldiers, who appro- 
pridted to themfelves whatever they thought fir. 

«« Thofe only who have been in. the fame fituation as the 


Fathers of the Holy Land, can form a tion of the plea- 
fure which. they received from my arrival. They thought pio 
felves faved by the prefence of one fingle Frenchman. I de- 
tivered a letter from General Sebaftiani, to Father Bonaventura 
di Nola, the foperior of the convent, ‘* Sir,’’ faid he, ** it is 
Providence that has brought you hither. You have travelling 
firmans. Permit us to fend them to the pacha; he will thence 
find that a Frenchman has arrived at the convent ; he will believe 
that we are under the fpecial protcétion of the emperor. _ Laft 
year he forced us to pay fixty thoufand piaftres ; according to the 
regular cuftom we owe him but four thoufand, and that merely 
under the denomination of a prefenr. He wifhes to extort from 
us the fame fum this year, is threatens to proceed to the laft 
éxtremity if we refufe to comply with his demands. We thall 
be obliged to fell the confecrated plate, for during the laft four 
years we have received no alms from Europe: if this fhould con. 
tinue we fhall be forced to quit the Holy Land, and leave the 
tomb of Chrift in the hands of Mahometans.”’ 

«* T thought myfelf extremely fortunate to have it in my power 
to render this {mail fervice to the fuperior.’” Vol. 1. p. 384. 


The fourth part, which occupies almoft two’ hundred 
pages of the fecond volume, is appropriated to the defcri 
tion of Jerufalem, and cannot fail of making a moft fetal 
and convenient manual to any future traveller, The fifth 
part defcribes fuch places in Egypt as were vifited by the 
a. thor ; he however proceeded no farther than Cairo, and 
was fatisfied with beholding the pyramids from, that. city. 
The fixth and concluding part deferibes Tunis, and the tra- 
veller’s return to his native country ; and this will. in every 
refpeét be found to merit much ferious attention, Some 
readers will think that the ancient hiftory of this memorable 

lace is detailed with fomewhat of tedioufnefs, and in too 
anciful a flyle; but we think: it on: the whole entitled’ to 
much praife, which we unrefervedly give to the following 
extratt. mus 


2 *€ The thip in which I left Alexandria having arrived in-the 
port of Tunis, we caft anchor fite to the ruins of Carthage. 
I looked at them, but was unable to make out what they could 
bie. I perceived a few ‘Moorith huts, 4 Mahometan hermitage 
at the point of a projecting cape, fheep browzing among ruins ;— 


Sy” 
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ruins, fo he from ftriking, that I could fcarcely. diftinguith. them 
from the ground on which they lay. This was Gombage a 


* Deviéte Carthaginis arces 
Procubuere, jacent infaufto in litrore turres . 
Everfe. Quantim illa metés, quantim illa Siteveas 
Urbs dedit, infultans:Latio et "Laurentibos arvis! 
Nanc paflim vix reliquias, -vix nomina fervans, 


Obruitur propriis non agnofcenda ruinis, 

*¢ The walls of vanquifhed ‘Carthage, and her detnolithed 

towers, lie feattered on the fatal fhore. What fears did this city 
formerly excite in Rome’; \what efforts did the coft-when infulting 
us, even in Latium and the Laurentian pluins | Now {carccly a 
relic of her is to be feen, the fcarcely retains her name, and can. 
not even be recognized by her own ruins.” 

‘© In order'to difcover thefe ruins, it is neceffary to 
thodically to work. I fuppofe, then, that the reader fe 
with me from the fort of the Goletta, ftanding, as I hav bb 
ferved, upon the canal by which the lake of Tianis difcharges 
itfelf into the fea. a along’ the fhore in an eaft north.eatt 
direction, you come, in’ t half an hour, to fome falt-pits, 
which extend toward sh weft, as far as a fragment of wall, 
very near to the Great Refervoits. Paffing between thefe falt. 
pits and the fea, you begin to difcover jetties running out to a 
confiderable diftance under water, flor fea and the end are on 
your right ; on your left ‘you ve a great quantity of ruins,, 
upon eminences of asodhadhciaes and Below thefe ruins is a 
bafin of a circular form, ‘and’ of confiderable depth, which 
formerly communicated with the fea by means of a canal, traces 
of which are ftill to be feen, This bafin muft be, in my opi- 
nion, the Cothon, or inner port of Carthage The remains of 
the immenfe works difcernible in the fear would, in this cafe, 
indicate the fite of the outer mole; ‘ If 1 am not miftaken, 
fome piles of the dam ¢onftraéted by Scipio, for the pur- 
pofe of blocking up the port, thay fill be diftingaifhed. 2 alfo 
obferved a fecond inner canal, which fhall be, if you pleafe, the 
eur made by che Carthaginians when they apened a new paffage 
for their fleet. 

‘€ This opinion is diametrically oppofite to that of Dr. Shaw, 
who places the ancient port of Carthage to the north and north.’ 
weft of the: peninfula, in ashe wet morafs, calied El-Merfa, or 
the harbour. Pe foppoles that this port hee been choaked pp by 
the north-eaft winds, and the mud of the Bagrada, D’Anville, 
in his Ancient Geography, and Belidor, in his Hydraulic Ar. 
chite€ture, have ado “ig this opinion. Travellers have bowed 
to thefe great authorities. I know not what Opinion is‘ enter- 
tained on the fubjec ve the learned Italian, whole work Ihave 
already mentioned, 

_ © Tmoft own it is not without fear that I find myfelf | 
N 3 s. 
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to men of fuch eminent merit as Shaw and fated ith 


one has feen the ‘places, and ‘the othet w bd ne ape ap 

home at it were, by intuition, One thing et, gives me 

courage. M. Humbert, aie at the Goletta, a 

man of great abilities, and who has. tat atfrg i 
t 


ruins of Carthage, abfolutely rejects the hypothetis 
learned Koglith taveller Itcis certain that we thould receive 


with caution accouats of thofe affumed changes of places, thofe 
me i a B. means of which a writer explains difficulties 


he does not underftand. Iam doubtful, then, 

a dail aan tated eave t of 

oe xs Dr. Shaw fupp hg Oy wit omg ep artar pe 
Utica N the revolutions A icy The élevated part 


of the t north, and — of the ifthmus of 
ea @ abe pee the or wsh the El Merfa, the 


ae Sauphity ble of a ing thelter to a veel: To 
Cothon via thi pofition, fe hd maft have recourfe t6 a hole 
i by Shaw's awn account, is featcely one hundred 


yards, fagare on the po Wh hand, along the fea on the fouth-eak 
yn fs nd long dykes, vaults which wey have ferved for ftore- 
or even .fer the reception of the gallies; you fee canals 
pet and of man, an inner lfia-Gelicinetby tain. 
Cious to hold the barks of the ancients, | and ia the wid& of this this 


un fact Seka aires on 
was in ‘unis Ww percei 
ving C4 Carthage to me Ho he Roman fleet at Utica *. Had 
the port of Carthage been to the north, on the other fide of the 
a Scipio, ig co ee ~ not have feen a 
Carthaginian g rt in that part is t 
ioe a the abit of Uses. But if we + at ye oem ant 
bath-well, Seipio then could fee, and muft have feen, his ene~ 
mies ftanding out of the harbour, 
€ When Scipio pe Rites. evdetoak > bioch np eon 
to the outer the jetty at the point 

hage t. Now Cag Cart Le a ane tin tee 
ra Appian adds, that this point of land was near the 
port; which is correét, if the port lie to the fouth.eaft, but 
falfe, if fituated to the north.wett. 1t would be the height of 
abfurdity, to fappofe a dyke carried from the A pobot of 
the ifthmus of Carthage. the perpofe of e what is 
termed El Merfa on the north.weit, 

«* Laftly, after he had, taken Cothon, Scipio attacked Byrfa, 
or the citadel { : the Cothon was confequently below the citadel. 
Now the latter ftood on the higheft hill of Carthage, a hill 
which is feen between the fouth and eaft. The Cothon; if fitue 
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ated on the north. d ETT * di 
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it not fingular, that. 4 a city fo ce 
fhould have toxfeeke the vey fie of her ports, a war t hae: 


cumftance which conftitut gl i wef * sg 
Which is now hioft completely kyon Vat. | 


In an Appendix the réader is prefented with=21. 8 nh 
tio’ on the Extent of ancient Jerufulem atid of its Ten le, aa 
Well as on the Hebrew Meafurts 6f Length, by M. D'An- 
Villé. 222. a Mémoit On Tunis; and this wé think a indi 
Curidus and valiable Cottialt seitiah: 
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Arti roe Commemorative Feeling Sy OF Mie cllaneous Poems; «Ine 


ter/perfed with Sketches in Prife. of the Smirces of penfive Plea 
vate 12mo, 163 pp. White and ass fed 


poetry and thé prof of this modeft writer are ae 
itégabe Peri) dale “en = tells us fh ee! 
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As the ii ‘evidently ris not afpire fe the higher Fag oy 
thovial fame, there feems' td bé fio redfon why ‘* regret thould 
blended with het diffidence,’” if zating them to the public. 
All that the reqhefts may free to her, of 
lively fenfibiliry, and! 4 tdudablé Ay * Of taletit fh dy its 
emotions, ‘The following lines, on the death of a — OF fe. 
lation, will juftify our fentence. 


46 THE MaMéky oF uti wuo 18 dant For ied, 


«© Denied upon thy facred urn to mourn,’ 

‘Po breathe the figh, or.pour affection’s tear, 
Alas! from earthly tiés thy fpitit’s torn, | 

Nar Sorrow foothes’ her ‘upon thy bier, 
¥et Fancy ever haunts diftant fcene, . 
ia eo lone difle, oe ene thy te thy grave 5” ; 

angels unfeen, 
And dowen mora a sbount it Wave. : 
4 he 
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; The virtues which thy living form enfhrined, 
1 4 That breathed fo fweet, with fuch unfading bloom, 
By heaven exchanged, fhall with thy name be twined, 
And fhed their hallowed odours o’er thy tomb.”” P. 86, 


We cannot omit to give a fhort fpecimen alfo from the profe, 
which is occafionally introduced, though much lefs in amoung 
than the poetical effufions. 


** MEMORIALS IN DOMESTIC SCENES, 


** That “* pleafure is of penfive kind,’’ nothing can be a ftronger 
or more impreflive proof, than the number of monuments which 
are raifed to the memory of individuals in private gardens, parks, 
and domains, Scarcely one will be found of any extent or 
beauty, which has not its pillar, temple, or cenotaph, dedicated 
to fome public charatter, or. private friend; as if it were the 
pleafure of the owner to eternize his gratitude, admiration, or re, 
gret, by -giving them fome Picetng object to feed upon; and 
which will ever form, to the feeling heart, the moft interefting 
part of the fcene. 

«* But this penfive fource of pleafure comes with all its lux. 
ury of tender recollections, when the memorial, (perhaps merely 
an urn,) on which the hand of Genius has infcribed a few expref- 
five lines, is fo fituated that-it can be vifited unperceived by 
others ; furrounded by deep fhades, and remote from all intrufion. 

«© But matty fucceeding moons muft have thed their foft beams 
over the fcene, and funs have performed their wonted revolutions, 
ere the wounded bofom of the friend can vifit it without pain. 
The mofs muft already have begun to cover the ftone, and the 
diva to hide it from common eyes, ere this period will have 
arrived, : 

«+ All the bitternefs of grief muft be paft, and only that tender 
forrow which affeiion loves to cherith in its bofom left ;—like as 
the mark impreffed in the fand remains, which the rolling wave 
has foftened, but has not yet effaced,”” P. go. 

This is not quite the whole of this little Effay ; but it is enough 
to fhow that the author writes in a pure and pleafing ftyle, ; 


Art. 11. Petticoat Losfe: a fragmentary “ Tale of the Gafile,”’ 
embellifhed with Plates. 40. 135 pp. Qs. 6d, plain; 
148. coloured. J. J. Stockdale, 1812, 


This poem is profeflediy written on an adventure which happen- 
ed at the drawing room in Dublin Caftle, where an under.petticoat 
was dropped at a birth.night ball, We fay profefedly, for in re- 
ality the poem is very principally a lamentation upon the. union 
between Great Britain and Ireland; which the author, who is 
by no means deficient in humour, treats.as a marriage between 
John Bull and. Mifs Erin; declaring. it to be a sage 4 

i's match, 
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match, and particularly ruinous to the lady. “This topic occu. 
pies fo much of the poem that we arrive at the 97th page, before 
five words have been faid about the petticoat. There was a time, 
and it lafted long too, when Scotland lamented her union with 
England! We traft that the’ refule will ultimately be the fame 
in this cafe, notwithftanding the regrets of this and other Hi- 
bernian bards, The ftory of the petticoat is very humouroufly 
told, from one of the newfpapers, in the preface, page 16; it 
is told alfo with humour in the poem, and, confidering the fub- 
ject, with tolerable decency, We infert a paffage neatly 
fatirical ; 

** And art thou fall’a thou conftant veft ? 

Thou who haft ftill furviv’d the reft—— 

Thou, who when Fafhion’s fpoiling hand 

Has left no Tucker in the land, 

Haft ftill refifted to the laft, 

(One rag of canvafs on the matt ;) 

Alas! and if thou too will fly, 

What’s left for mankind but to die; 

Enough, enough, that Cupid’s bow 

Shoots darts of fire from hills of {now ; 

Enough that half at leait’s difplay’d ; 

O keep a little in the fhade, 

Keep fomething ftill that men, may crave, 

, (Thin as thon art !)—ah! ftay and fave.’ . P, 111. 
The plates are etchings of merit, in the ftyle of Rowlandfon ; 


but twa out of the four relate: to the political rather than the 
poetical {ubje&t of the tale. be 


Art. 12. Sleep; a Poem in Two Books, with other mifccllancons 
Poems: To which is prefixed, a Differtation ou Peetical Compo, 
fition. By William Grifenthwaite..12m0.. 28,64) Bald. 
win, 1812. . | 
Mr. Grifenthwaite is a modeft and ingenious writer, who 

feems to want nothing but experience and fomewhat more of ex. 

tenfive reading, to be qualified for higher undertakings. His 

Poem on Sleep has many ng and’ bedutiful’ images. The 

following fpecimen will juftify our commendation.— 


‘¢ How pants the Swifs in climes afar, 
_ Amidft his native rocks to roam ? 
How pines his foul to linger near 
The precin¢ts of his home? 
. His tranquil Jakes,. his naked hills, 
His anxious bofom warmer fills, 
With more fincere delight ; 
Than foreign vales where flowers arife, 
Than realms beneath more genial fkies; ~ a 
re 
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/ Where arts, where elegance, and lore, 
Such as adorn Britannia’s fore, 
In harmony unite. 
So the hard Caledonian Son, 
Who leaves his chill unfavoring vale ; 
For plains where rolls a gentler 
Or zephyrs breathe a milder gale, 
Feels in his breaft-a ftrong detire, 
Back ’midit his dilare Bones to ftray ; 
Or feated near hi cheérful fire, 
Let life contented glide away. 
Home! how delightful is that found, 
Beneath thy roof 1 love to ftay ; 
Where pureft joys and blifs are found, 
To footh the rugged hour of toil, 
Stop the foft moments of decay, 
’ And life’s dull houts beguile ; 
No flattering parafites are there, 
-  Negleéted pride with hafte retires, 
Eafe conquets form, contentment, care, 
And polifhed apathy expires. 


Art. 13. Tributaty Stanxas of affeionate Regard to the Memary 
of William Dawfon, Ef. of Liverpool, Captain of bit Majefty’s 
Ship the Piedmontaife, who lately diéd in the Expt Indies, in the 
29th Year of his Age. By Lawrence Hallotan, D.D. late Chap- 
lain to his Majéfty’s Naval and Military Forces, and Re@or of 
the Public Grammar School at the Cape of Good Hope, 4t0« 28. 
6d. Stockdale. 1812. : 


This is a fpirited tribute of affeftion to the memory of a 
lane failor, und they conclude precifely as they ought, with 
confolations of religious hope. 

* And, lo, my friend, what profpetts rife, 
Scenes where perennial glories bloom, 
prea ae 
in view tomb : 
"These patriots, faints, and herocs meet, 
The wife, the valiant, and the ; 
There ever hold their peaceful feat, 
In endlefs blifs and youth renewed. 
And while to Rinr the Mute this tribute gives, _ 
There too thy Dawfon blooms—his gallant fpirit lives.” 
Art. 14. Tears of Britait; or, the Dirge, by the Author of 

Modern Wonders, or, B—t and the Dragon. gto. 2s. Stock- 
dale. 1812. 

This is a tribute of. refpeét to the memory of the ever to-be- 

lamented Mr. Perceval, and is highly honourable to the writer. 
*¢ Sacred 


5 
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Here but the sete repofe. 

Whilft monidering butts and pyramids decay, 
Be thing to fill mvive the time’s remotett a ee 


Ant. 15. Elephar as Ms the Covent Garden + 
. be A jen ing a reyes from a Shade of 
ohn Philip Kemble, Sap 8vo0. 
Cradock and Joy, 41812. 7] : 


This whjmfical title, Ele.phantafmagoria, is the moft arjginal 
part of aid. prodior, v4 ne 4 probably an ae 
actrefs or a@or, of po grea in poctizing, The following 
lines, near the thetonilig, ue ag f the moft intelligible in 
the whole; they are fuppofed'td be written by Garrick : 


*¢ Is it I prithee; brother, true, 

Thofe boned grac'd by me and you, 
- Are ftables i—that horfes pranee, 
And Elephants are taught to dance, 
Or move, with flow and awkard gait, 
In pride of drefs and pomp of ftate ! 
Ufurp the coftly robes of kings—— 

Ts this the prefent fate of things? 
Degraded age !—I'*} not believe— 

Thefe Caitiff flaves meant to deceive; 
And yet the tale 3s told fo well, 

It founds like'trath.”- P. 2. 


The epiftle of Garrick, however, ends at page 6, and what 
follows is by no means equally clear in yA om we i aoe 














able ftory is told in a my, at ade Do Mr. Kemble refo. 
lutely waiting three Dubin Theatre, after the 
play, for materials to di/- which he hada right to 
claim by theatrical ry 4 are very ridiculous, 
but mdf to the », ke who, with grea t coolnefs 

fpirit, ftood up for the claims of himfelf and bre Ano. 


ory of Richard and Richmend, not equally ent, fol. 
aa in another note ; and thefg 4° Lgndeeneneeraneian Elephan- 
tafmagoria, 


Art. 16, An Heroit ce" 2 to Old Dinury, from a New Renter: 
4to. d. Becket. 1812.: 


This is by no mean or unikilfid hand, indeed, we think we re- 
cognize 
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cognize the touches of a pencil, which has often delighted us. 
The Poem exhibits a very fpirized fatirical remonftrance on the 
Gentleman, who has undertaken the fuperintendence of the New 
Drury-Lane Theatre, A fingle fpecimen will doubtlefs induce 
all our readers, who feel as we do, to purchafe the tract irfelf. 


‘«* E’en now from tow’ring walls thy Lares greet 
Their kindred deities of Chifwell-ftreet ; 
They, in return, their mantling goblets drain, 
And fend their greetings back to Drury-lane ; 
Amidtt his ftock of politics and ale 
Thy Drama's Patron cons his fcenic fcale, 
With varying talent each vecafion hits, 
Is Patriot— Brewer Manager by fits; 
Now with prophetic croak bodes England’s.woe, 
Now bids thy boxes rife in triple row, : 
Now afks of Heaven To GivE NEW FLEETs TO France, .. 
Now plans for thee new fyftems of finance, 
Now takes thy pit’s, and now his cellar’s, gauge, 
Now forms lewd lobbies, now reforms the age. 


“* With fuch a patron, Drury, fuch fupplies, 
Above thy fellows fhall thy fortune rife ; 
He—rich in all a thrifty father’s gain, ' 
Chifwell’s deep vats and South-hill’s wide domain, 
Graced with Sis name, and attributes.of trade, 
In chequers blazon’d, and on figns difplay’d, 
Severe at feffions,—in the fenate loud, 
And only lefs than Burdett with the crowd ; 
A patriot Drances, fkilful to oppofe 
His country’s rulers, and a her foes ; 
He—(not to green-room policy confined, ) 
Shall tap the ftores of his capacious mind, 
Shall on thy firm a novel fyftem found, 
Convert to politic thy claffic ground ; 
From Oppofition’s ranks, (himfelf the Bayes,) 
A patriot Dramatis Perfone raife, 
Engage by free admiffion, ample pay, 
The Mork ues, Holcrofts, Pafquins, of the day; ° °° 
Dramatic warfare with the premier ‘wage, , 
And ALL THE TALENTS bring to aid thy ftage.”” PP. 3. 


NOVELS. 


Aart. 17. Rhydifel. The Devil im Oxford, 2 vols, 12m 
10s. 6d. Sherwood and Co, 18:2. 


This is but a feeble attempt, yet indicative of fome ne 
of talent. Some of the poetical fpecimens ete ~ ,of 
uperior 
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faperior merit, although the tale-of thé volumes excites ‘but 
little. intereft.. Whether the following has appeared any where 
elfe, we do not know : o98 


© THE CURSE OF CURSES, 
ve 


« When harveft week hath flowly fped, 
And poor folks feantily are fed, 
And weeping mothers hang the head, 
While younkers afk in vain for bread, 

Then famine is a curfe, 

Algates there is a worfe : 
And if ye tell it not, ye are but young 
It is the flytinge of a woman’s tongue, 


2. 


«* When war the bloody fignal rears, 
And fickles yield to biting fpears, | 
And bodies be without’en biers, 
Arid fields are wonne by widows tears ; 
Then war it is a curfe, 
Algates there is-a worfe; 
' And if, &c. &e. 


3° 

© When ficknefs hangs in th’ tainted air, 
And cunning leeches ufelefs are, 
And death relentlefs will not fpare, 
Or lufty youth or beauty rare, 

Then plague it is a curfe, 

Algates there is a worfe ; 
And if ye tell it not, ye are but young, 
It is the flytinge of a woman’s tongue.’’ 


Ant. 18. The Memoirs of Mrs. Aune Radcliffey in familiar 
i to her Female Fried, %vo. 103, 6d. Longman. 
ISII, ' 


We at firft fight promifed ourfelves and our readers alfo, much 
fatisfaction from prefenting Memoirs of the very ingenious and 
much lamented Mrs. Radcliffe, compiled by herfelf, but it a Td 
that the lady here commemorated is, or rather. was, a very dif, 
ferent perfonage. Whether the Tale is real or fictitious is not 
declared, but the reader will find a natrative by no means ill 
written, of an unfortunate individual, whole life exhibits a 
-ufeful moral, and leffons of im nt caution to the thoug tlefs 
. oh we 4 7 Some i nde ape of pos a bie ter. 

, and the volume is in by a very 
IM uf fubtcrbers, Boe, ti iiiaidiait 
Ow. Art, 
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, 
Ast. 29 Sketches of Hifloryy Polititr, and: Mannery; taken in 


Dubliny and: the Northe of Ivelamd,, tw the Autume of 1810. 
$vo. 8s, Cradock and Joy. 1811, 


A great many entertaining.aneedotes,: whith alfo appear to be — 
authentic, will be found in this, volume, particularly relating to 
individuals who diftinguithed, themfelves in the Irith rebellion, 
The incident relatéd of Jackfon the clergyman, who took poifon 
to efcape the punifhment of his dilloyalty, at &: 64, is very 
remarkable. could have eftaped very eafily rom:prifon, but 
was withheld by his high fenfe of honour. [t is moré probable that 
he was bewildered and confufed by the unexpectednefs of the 


occurrence. 


THEATRE. 


Arr. 20. Objerwationt’ on’ the’ Principles of the’ Defign for a 
Theatre now building it’ Druty-Lane. By Benjamin. Wyatt, 
No. 22, Foley Place. 8vo. 46'pp. With three Plates, . Printed 
by Lowndes and Co? 1811. 


It does not appear that this traét is publifiied for fale, 
but diftributed rather, teé thofe fiends whom the author wifhes 
to convince of the riety of his plans, refpeting the new the- 
atre. It deferves, however, to be more extenfively.circulated, 
as it contains genetal principles, and* rales dedt fom them, 
which ought to be confidered in every new attémpt to conftruct 
a large theatre. ' eam ' 

Abundant proof has longbeen before ‘thé Britith’ public, that 
the conftruétion of their principal ‘thedtres may mo powerfully 
influence the ftate of the drama. From having“had, for fome 
time back, theatrés* too: large“for. the powets. of the human 
voice, or the diftinét perceprigit’ of ‘tHe * huthan ‘countenance, the 
inhabitants of the metropolis have been driven to feek gratifi- 
catiomin mere‘pageantry*afid ndife, which it is to be théy* 
would nov haveendured, -had mote’ rational objets ‘of gtatifica. 
pore been within their reach, Mr. Wyatt, to prevent at' leaf 

ach neceflity in his new-theatre, .afcertained, by reading and:ex- 
periments, A Mhegale of expanfion of the human Toles. anc thole 
of dittinét vifior, and then proceeded-f6.to plan his building, that. 
every ‘fpectator in the: theatre fhould be placed far withia the, - 
extent'of both. . He fhows, bya diagram, that the whole area: 
of ‘his theatre contains little more than one third” of -the' {pace 
over which‘ the voice is. c ble of expanding ;, and a fimilar 
cee of ‘advantage is vided with refpect;to Laat. 


E 


theatre caltulated upon thefe principles~ is concladed te. 
bé. bet formed’ on a circular area, containing .three, fourths 
of thé” cittumfetence before the opening of the flages. with st 
fhort return at the ftage boxes, to prevent the {péctators in Pr 
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from being, turned too much ropnd. from, the Rage er the 
plan _ rae down is the very pee could have. hers 

the fame ptinciples,, is. is. net, neceflary to re; great 
esi in de tn the apchineth toa eanfidortng she Sphiets to lasra., 
tional a way, and we fincerely hope. that efie@. will. anfwer 
his expectations, and be gratifying to the public. 


Art. 21. Confiderations en the paft and prefent State-of the. Stage > 
with Reference to, the late Conte, Fc. at Covent. Gardens, ta, 
ehich is added, a Plax for a new, Theatre, for the Purpoje. of, 
hearing Plays. 8vo. 58. pp- 286 Cha : 1800 


We are forry fo long to have overlooked a very fénfible 
pamphlet, hiftorically initruétive, as well as ably argumentative. 
The author takes part againft the managers of Covent Garder 
Theatre, in their difputes’ with the public; he reprobates the in- 
creafe of private boxes, and ftill more the increafed fize of lob. 
bies and waiting-rooms, whieh tends moft powerfally. to en- 
courage the evils, which the private: boxes: were ‘pretendéd*to be 
calculated to obviate. But all this is done with temperate rea- 
foning. We had, however, additional pleafure in reading this 
from having-feen Mr. Benjamin Wyatt’s very fenfible account of, 
his plans and calculations for the new Theatre now eretted itr 
Drury Lanes, which promifes: to be, by his: judicious con-, _ 
trivance, what the author of' this peanpiict pancauatly demands, 
‘Oa Theatre for mezanino Prays.’” hout this we fhalf 
never get rid of horfes and elephants ! * | 


DRAMATIC. 


Art. 22. The Gangtte. Extraordinary: a, Comedy, in. fivei\A&. 
As now performing at the. Theatre Reyal Cowent Gardens By 
F. CG. Holanda; Efge Authorof © Abroad and at. Home,'’ 
‘© Votary..of. Wealth,’ He. Se. Svos 8a pp 2a Gd. 
Longman and Co, 1811, 


If we could, forget the old‘ diftinftion between. comedy ahd 
farce, we might highly praife this drama; for-it certainly contains 
many langhalvle crofs.purpofes and amufing fituations. But thefe 
being brought, about -at ‘the expence of all'probability, and thet — - 
charaéters not fketched with fkill, but dathed® with the broad» 
breath of abfurdity, we-cannot place it higher than in the clafs 
of farces, though in five aéts.’* The following isone of the 
qui pro ques, as the French call them, whieh are beft ee 
It is afcene between a gentleman and lady, the latter of whom 
expects a declaration of love, bytsboth being really attached to 
other perfons. 

“* Lord. decMallory, - Mifs, Alford,: I have folicited: this intere 
view, to.pous our my wholeheart.to yous. a 
ifs 





; 


} 
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“* Mifs A. His whole heart—oh, he loves me, and I am uri. 
done. (Afide.) $8 ots any 

“« Lord de M. To talk of tender fentiments, and the force 
of inclination would be deemed by many of ovr rank as a vulgar 
deviation from the cold fyftem of noble alliance. ~~ 

‘© Mifs A. Oh, Tam in a pitiable fituation ! (Afdz.) 

** Lord de M. She feems much agitated—I fear her wifhes 
ftrongly incline her to this union, and I hardly know how to 
proceed—but I mutt be explicit. (4fde.) Madam, I have to 
declare to you, that a paffion of the moft fervent nature— 

«“ Mifs A. My Lord.—Since I muft fpeak, I had better get 
over. .(Afde.): ._Though my delicacy is wounded at.what I 
have to utter, yet I muft-exprefs.to your Lordthip the ftate of 
my hart—it is fo abfolutely devoted— . 

‘© Lord de M.. Dear Madam, how much you honour me be. 
yond my merit!—-Here is a.predicament! (A/de.) 

‘¢ Mis A. My Lord,-—I was going to fay— 

F “* Lord de M.. I feel all, » that you were going to 
ay— 
a. Mi/s A. No, indeed, my Lord, you do not. 

“© Lord deM. Don’t let your delicacy be further wounded 
by faying a fyllable more. | 

“« Mj: A. O yes, my Lord, my delicacy will. be wounded. 
indeed, unlefs I fay a great deal more; for—IJ believe your 
Lordthip has a little mifunderftood me—-1 was going to fay, that: 
my heart is fo abfolutely devoted to another. | 

‘* Lord de M. To another, Madam! 

*¢ Mi/, A. Now don’t be fo yiolent—yes, my Lord, to ano. 
ther,—and therefore the paffion your Lordfhip was fo good as to 
exprefs for me. . : 

‘© Lord de M. My dear Mifs Alford-——— 

‘*, Mijs A. Now don’t frighten me, 

“ Lord de M. ‘This is really fo ftrange. (Laugbing.) 

«* Mi/s A. Lerd he is quite hyfterical with paffion—I’Il get 
away from him. | 

“© Lerd de M. . (Detaining her.)) Stay, till I explain, 

“« Mifs A. Well I will, if you will be calm. 

‘© Lord de M. 1 am too happy to be very calm—for I was 
going to declare to you that my Aeart is abfolutely devoted to 
another.’’ P. 70- ' 

Our idea of this author is, that if he had been taught by pre. ' 
cept or example a correét idea of comedy, he has genius and-ori~ 
ginality to have fucceeded in it. 


LAW. 


Anat. 23. The Britif Conftitution analyzed by a Reference to the 
carlicft Periods of Hiftory, in which is detailed Magna Charta, with 
Tlluftrations 

2 
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Llluftrations by the moft eminent legal Chara@ers ; the Carta de 
Porefta ; Confirmation of théefe Charters; Habeas Corpus Aa, Bill 
of Rights, A& of Settlement, AG of Union between England and 
Scotland, A& of Union between Great Britain and Ireland, Cif. 
toms and Privileges of the Citiz-ns of London, Sc. Se. élucidated 

‘from the beft Authorities, and by the Law of the Land, In two 
Vols. The Whole compiled with great Care, and rendered familiar 
to every Capacity, by @ Do&or of Laws. 2 Vols, t2mo. 
16s. Chapple. 181. 


This appears tous tobe avéry judicious and very ufeful compos 
fitiony and exceedingly well adapted to the inftruction of youth 
in a moft important branch of an Englifhman’s education. The vo- 
lumes exhibit a compendium of the conftitation of our country, 
and explain and vindicate our beft privileges, without giving any 
thing like fan€tion or encouragement to the defigns of the factious 
and the mifchievous. The work condutts the feader by an eafy 
_ gradation from the inftitutes of Alfred, to the interefting and 

important period of thie union. between Great Britain and 
Ireland. | 

We have been much pleafed with a tranfient furvey of its cons 
tents, and have feen no principles inculeated inconfiftent either 
with due loyalty to the Seiten and proper concern for its prero. 
gatives, or with that freedom which is our birth-right, and which 
it is to be hoped we. fhall always have the courage to defend, 


BOTANY. 


Art. 24: Calendaritim Botanicum,; or a Botanical Calendar: éx.« 
hibiting, at one View, the gemeric and /pecific Name, the Clajs; 
Order, and Habitat, of all. the Britife Plants, from the Claft 
Monandria Monog ynia, to Polygamia Diacia, inclufive. Are 
ranged according to their Time of Flowering, under each Month of 
the Year. By the Rev. William Phelps, A. B. 8vo. 186 pp. 
With five Plates; ros. 6d. Lackington. r8ro. 


A very laudable degree of contrivance is employed in this 
book’ to convey a great deal of information in a very {mall com- 
pafs. This.is effetted by means of fhort references to the plates, 
fo managed that the account of each fpecies of plants occupies only 
2 fingle line ; befides which,‘one line gives the clafs and order, and 
— the generic name. This will bef be explained by.an ex- 
ample, : 


 DIORCIA OCTANDRIA, 
417. Populus ~ Poplar 
Arbor alba whité or abela, moift woods, 2.2. ¥. b. p. 7. 
—— canefcéns. grey. fides of rivers, 1.3. 3.0. a, Hs 
0 ‘he’ 


_ BRIT. CRIT. VOL, XL, auc, 1812, 





'? 19% British CaTALocue. Divinity. 








The general rule of interpretation is this,  ‘ The figates in 
the left hand column refer to the genera in the Flora Britannica ; 
the Roman cengials to the thier of the ftalk, aé in plate II; the - 
figures to the form of the leaf, as in the fame plate» the G eck 
letters give a partieular defcription of the leaf, as in plate IV ; 
the fmall Roman letters point out their pofition on the talk, the 
the Ltalian capitals, the colour of the flower, and the finall figures 
the form of their inflorefcencé.”” oe 

To apply this to the inftances above taken at ranttom, wé have 
here, befides the clafs and order, and the reference to the Engtith 
Botany, the Latin genetic name, Popalies,. the Englith; Poplar, the 
Latin trivial, ada; the Englith ehive or abela ; the habitat, or ufual: 
place of growing, moi? wieds; ther the references declaré, 2. the 
leaf reundife 5 2. that it is toothed atthe edges; 0. acute at the erid;. 
b. has footfalk; p, that the leaves ftand oppafite on the flalk; 7. 
that the flower is a catkin; fo alfovof the o:her fpeties, with a 
few variations.’ . 

The gendsal plan of the book. is to give the plants that flower 
each month in England, arranging them in the order of the Lins 
nean claffes. ‘The plates are five: plate 1. gives the*charadters of 
the Linnzan claffes, in their order; 2. the forms and varieties of 
ftalks, and the various forms of fimple leaves ; 3. the varieties of 
compound leaves ; 4. the margin, furface, and pofition of leaves om 
the ftalk; 5. the various modes of flowering. . The colours are 
_expreffed by fingle capitals. A better mode of exprefling the 
colours is ufed in Wildenow; where all the colours are ac. 
tually tinted on one plate, with theit technical names affixed 
T hefe lates are followed by a table of the claffes and orders, 
and an index is fubjoined tothe whole... The work. is evidently. 
well calculated te promote the ftudy of indigenous. Botany. 


DIVINITY. 


Art. 25. The Cafe of ba Heathen compared with 2 of thofe i 
enjay the Bleffings of the Gofpels ina Gharge to'the Glergy.of t 
Arc of St. Alban’s. By Fofeph Holden Pott, A.M, 
Prebendary of Lincoln, oud Archdeacon of St. Alban’s. Publifbed 
at the Requeft of the Clergy prefent, and dedicated to the Society for 
P romoting Chriftiax Knowledge. 4to, $6-pp. 26. 6d. Riv- 
ingtons, 1812, ) 


Amidft many advantages, it is one inconvenience belonging to the 
plan of a general review, that it allows fometimes ig a a 
fcanty room, to works which deferve much miore diftinétion’ and 
detail. Such is our cafe with refpe& to the prefent Charge, ‘on 
which we might expatiate with pleafure and aitihiey, but which 
we muft only give a bricf report. Ft 

8 he 
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_ The Charge,contains an pri Lange reply toa fpeci te. 
and in fome places popular, objection, to,our. holy, religion sw 


is afterwards fkilfully .a lied. to a particular. and: very. important 

fe. . The. virtues.eccational ¥ appearing among individuals or 
nations,zincogverted have been urged by fome a ical 
vere reproach againtt, Chriftians who are found deficient in them ;. 
apd by, others as, a_reafop,againft endeavouring to convert, fome 
Heathens who, ,as it is,thought,. do better in their prefent ftate, 
than the great, mafs of nominal.Chriftians. . Without attempting 
to deny, that good qualities and practices may be found among the. 
unconverted, .Mr. Archdeacon, Pott..replies thus, folidly to the. 
general argument, as,urged.againft our,own deficiencies. _. , 

© 1f we, point.to the .vices.which abound in unenlightened 
countries, we-fhall be told to regard. thofe which prevail among 
ourfelves, The argument, is.good againff us; but there is a mates. 
rial point of difference, which, will fhew at once.the fallacy of con. 
cluding from arguments, which have but.a perfonal application, 
againft the caufe itfelf. There is this great difference ee, that 
the vices, which prevail among the untutored or mifguided, are 
found, for the fndft part, to have the countenance of public appro- 
bation in thofé countriés ; but our mifdeeds, and our fcandals, 
grow tp amid the public witnefles of cenfure and reproach. In 
the former cafe, enormities of many kinds are fanctioned by mutdal 
aint and applaufe; they form the pride and boaft of thofe, in 
whom the light of confcience, and the yoice of reafon have, been, 
counteracted, by the prejudice, of education, or perverted by the 
force of ill example... ‘There. is likewife this peculiar infelicity, 
which never fails to mark,the vices of the ignorant and fuperfti. 
tious, that the charatters,of meny,fo circumftanced, are. fixed ; they. 
never vary. , Read what was. long fince faid of the barbarous. 
nations of the weftern continent, in what relates to their relentlefs 
and inhuman paffions for revenge.  Defcriptions of this kind have 
been given, which are almoft too horrible to be repeated, yet pres 
cifely the fume portrait of unvaried character is fet forth by recent, 
witnefles, . The fame.dreadful pints is-held up, and the lapfe of 
years has worked no change in infatuated minds,”’, P, Jt’ x 

In Chriftian countries, it is well obferved, the, perfect rule ig, 
always ftrugghing ,againft the imperfeét practice, and continual 
flu@uations ae place. The Author then fhows, by feveral ftrik- 
ing’ examples;how, very, partial and imperfedt are the better lines. 
of chara¢ter, which are inftanced in unconverted nations, even the 
moft polithed, and contrafts with thefe the perfeétion of the Chrif- 
tian Law ; and jits prevailing influence over multitudes, notwiths 
flanding the depravity of fome... : : 
i ‘* We appeal. not,’’ he fays, “ to a 


; 


fingle Socrates, with 


fcarcely a follower in. one. age Of country.,_or to a. few, feqoeBcre 

of templates difciples, occupied in filent ftudies, or engaged in 

ae. difputatién; we poiht to multitudes, if populous and iverfe 
, 2 regions ; 
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regions ; to numbers lettered and unlettered, of all ranks and coms 
ditions, who have witneffed in their lives the influences of that 
word, which has God for its author.”” P. 28. ical 

From thefe and other confiderations, very clearly ftated, the 
Archdeacon ftrongly points out the duty of endeavouring to extend 
the Chriftian Faith, wherever we may have the means; not by 
employing authority, but counfel; and by eftablifhing, as we cer. 
tainly ought to do, a vifible and refpe€table pattern among our- 
félves. ‘The application of thefe arguments to the cafe of our own 
Baft-Indian fettlements, is too clear to be overlooked ; ‘and is 
therefore left by the author rather to be made by natural inference, 
chan to be urged by any ftrong expreffions of his-own, 

We hope that this account of Archdeacon Pott’s charge, com. 
preffed as it is, may fofficiently a its excellence to procure it 
that circulation,‘which, for the pubtic benefit, we fincerely with it 
to obtain. Wemight have given more copious fpecimens in 2 
larger article, but we could not, perhaps, more clearly have pointed 
out its purport and its merits, 


Aart. 26. The Wel Locking-Glafi; er, Thoughts on the State of 

Religion in North Wales. By a@ Perfon whe travelled through 
that Country, at ihe Clofe of the Year 1811. 12mo. 48 pp. 
ts, Seely. 1812. 


The writer of this tra& is probably a Calviniftic Methoditt ; 
but he is, exclufive of the prejudices which that opinion occa- 
fions, an able, and intelligent man; and his pamphlet, fenfible, 
well-intcntioned and in many refpetts very edifying. He is one 
of thofe who, like the original founder of his doétrine, would 
not depart from the Church, but would endeavour to convert 
the Church to his opinions, under the idea of reforming it. ' He 
writes. therefore moft clearly and powerfully againft the fin of 
{chifm, and againft the abominations of mock ordinations, and 
unordained pricfts *. But, in an attack againft Calvinifin, he 
fees the greatelt evil; and declares, of the Bifhop ‘of Lincolo’s - 
book, that its tendency is * to roufe one part of the Minifters 
of the Church of England to commence hottilities againft their 
brethren in office, to fet prieft againft prieft, throughour the 
whole kingdom,’’ p. 15. This therefore he confiders as occa- 
fioning fchifm; and fays, alluding to this work, that * the poor 
Seétarian who divides only a country village is a bungler at his 
trade, compared with him who divides the Empire.”’ 

Let us éndeavonr to fet this matter on its right footing, Cal. 
vinifm is cither an erroneous doétrine or it- is not... At prefent, 
the majority of the Church of England think that it is;' and the 
majority, or perhaps the whole bench of the Bifhops. Under 


ain 





* We cannot fay too much in praife of this part of his tratte 
5 thofe 
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thofe .circumftances it is furely mof becoming in a Bifhop to 
write in refutation of a doétrine, which he, with the majority of. 
the Church, thinks falfe, and which yet appears to have too 
great an influence :—to eftablith the foundation of the truth, 
and oppofe the progrefs.of error, But here. is no divifion made, 
or fchifm propofed. It is not his counfel to caft the Calvinifts 
out of the Church. He will perfuade them if he can; but, if 
not, he will leave them unmoletted. This is not creating fchifm, 
but endeavouring to increafe the unity of opinion. The truth 
is, that neither Calvinifm nor Arminianifin is a fundamental 
doftrine of the Church of England. Her articles are evidently 
intended to tolerate both; and whichfoever is the right opinion, 
it ought to tolerate the. other; feeing that their charatteriflic 
differences turn chiefly upon that to which no human intelleét can 
ever be fully equal, the interpretation of the divine decrees, 
Here then is the true counfel. t us not divide.—Let us bear 
with one another *. But perhaps there is much more difficulty 
to perfuade the Calvinift to tolerate the Armenian, than the 
contrary. Let the toleration be perfectly mutual, and there will 
be no neceffity for divifion, no ground for fchifm; and the ex- 
hortations of this and other authors againft it will be valued as 
they ought. 7a 


Art. 27. Sermons, by the Rev. Thamas Fervis. $vo. r ; 
y 108. 6d. Jjohnfon, 1811. raeh 


This author obferves in his preface, with great truth, that 
Sermons are an important, and by no means an unpopular part, of 
the literature of this country. His own Sermons, being purely 
written, and of found morality, may be popular with thofe, 
who fee in the divine Saviour only “ a perfonage, grave, venera. | 
bie, wife, dignified, and holy; a man like unto their brethren, 
but of the utmoft purity and elevation of character, whofe life 
was a mode] of reétitude, and the very image of virtue—in 
erder to thew of what high attainments their nature was capa. 
ble,” &c. P. 22. 

It is perfe&tly confiftent that a writer fo teaching thould ftate, 
that ** a correé&t and faithful tranflation of the facred books has 
been an dyson. asa moft important defidcratum,’’ and fhould 
look with earneft expectation towards one which dowbrlefs he has » 
fince partly recetves, in that which his favourite commentators, 
** men of ingenuity, erudition, and free exquiry,’’ have prefumed 
to call an improved Verfim of the New Teitament, but which is 





= 


* This the author has feen, for he fays, in one place, ‘* Pious Cal- 
vinifts, and pious Arminians may and ought to carry on the great 
work of the miniftry cordially together.’” This is exactly aur 
featiment, | 
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in teuth, an-unfair, fophifticated, and delufive verfion, accom= 
panied by the moft difingenuouscomments. ~  - ~ ., ° 

We will, not affume fuch an affectation of candour as to wate 
our time and that of our readers, by any detailed examination 
of fuch difcourfes. Whateyer can be made out of the Gofpel, 
by reducing it to a mere code of morality, by taking from it 
all that diftinguifhes it as a divine gift, may be expected to be 
f in fuch difcourfes ; but not a word of atonement, redemp- 
tion, mediation, or any of thofe mot important ideas, which are 
prefented fo continually ‘to the reader ‘of the Scriptures them, 
felves, not in any tranflation whatever f much “as in their ori. 
ginal languages. Such difcourfes mut o neceflity aiappain’ the 
chriftian aa os as much, at leaft, as they can edify him, b dif 
playing the vanity of man inftead of the.power of God ; ? 4 
do not-in fome degree, lead him frm the faith. Such  difcourles 
might have been written, we wil] not fay if @hrift had never lived, 
bur certainly if he had never died, otherwife than in the peace 
aod tranquillity of an unmoletted bed. Had he died only. the 
common death of the righteous, and had his lag end been exactly 
fimilar to that of others: . a, eat 

We have met with Mr. Jervis before, as a publifher of fingle 
Sermons, fome of which are here republifhed. One on the death of. 
Mrs. Kippis, which we noticed, we do not find here, ~~ 


Arr. 28. The Folly and Criminality of Inquiries into Futurity: a 
Sermon preached at Carfax Church, Oxford, jane 14, 1812. 
By the Rev. Thontas F aléoner, MM, A. of? Cokpus° Chriftt® Celleze,. 
Oxford.“ 8vo. “25 pp. 1s. * Cooke,’ Oxford ; "Murray, 
London, 1812. | eM 8 ual Miche, Totit Oats 


. The folly of confulting fortune-tellers. and pretended diviners 
ig fo great, that it may be queftioned whether wy 4 arguments to’ 
prove its criminality can take effet upon minds fo abfurdly in- 
fatuated. Whether any recent inftances of this dangerous fyper- 
{tition had demanded the attention of the Mayor and Corporation 
of Oxford, before whom this fermon was preached, “we -are ‘not 
informed. . The difcourfe, however, is fenfible, and the argu. 
ments good. The moft ftriking confideration is the laft, that 
fuch enquiries are wholly incompatible with the Chriftian duty 
of prayer. ° , 

_ One of the great privileges, which the Almighty has an. 
nexed to prayer, is the poffibility of averting punifhment, when 
the moral ftate of the petitioner fhall be altered. The Scriptures 
afford animating and confolatory reprefentations of: the -goodnefs 
of the Supreme Being. “They thew tha the Genes of INeare Hot 


- linked oe by the iron chain of neceflity, and that their cofi- 
fequences 


all vary with the moral characterof the agents. But 

in the predictions of lying prophets, in their fentences ‘of con- 
demnation, and in their prefumptuous difpenfatien of human hap- 
, pinels, 
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pinels, alkis, aad mult be, in way fixed. To reine pleapahe 
gicat revolutions of human events by moral laws, to fufpend 

to change their periods, and to adapt thenrto the peat les pe 
of nations and ee hg a be the attribute onl ith 
Maker of the will canfider correét 

pp dmpute fs a rel > he will accept hi 
inftead of inmocence. The lying prophet fuperfedes repentance, 
which-God will accept ; and a temporal bledings, when 


Ged will execute judgment. Re 
If there are perfons, who, ene the practice of cpafulerg 


diviners to be foolifh, are unconfcious of its criminality, to f 
ee this difeourfe may be'recommiended ; and on thofe it may 
ve'a fulutary effedt | 


Art. 29. Bible Geography; or @ bricf alphabetical Account of the 
principal ces mentioned in the Old and New Teflament. Adatted 
for young People, aud religious Schools, i8mie., 91 pp. ils 
liams and Co. 812.” | 


Fhe efforts made, in the prefent day, to. convey to yeung 
perfons.every ind of ufeful information, in the.eafielt manner, are 
teuly- laydable and exemplary. ‘The prefent little volume forme 
a:ling id. that.chain, and a golden link it iss Being printed i ina 
very: neat and fimall type, it contains.a confiderable quantity of 
paeeeem. We fhall infert ove or two fhort articles by way of 


6 (come Sl hy gid a city near Ai, and from eight to ten 

iles northward.of Jerufalem, It was originally called Luz, 
Eom the’ numerous vas yell in the nei thood ; but) the 
remarkable. vifion. with which Jacob was favoured in this pice 
indwced -him-to call it Bethel, or *€ the houfe of God,’’ Gen, 
sav ilis-19. The Gomanitith iy called Luz, or Bethel, which 
ftood.on- this. fpot, was taken by Jolhua, and given to ihe 
Kphraimites, * the revolt of the ten tibet it belon 
the kingdom of I 1,, and, was one of the cities where Je _* 
fet: up his golden calves.’* 

* Tapor (tébor) avery sematkable mountain, not far from 
Kadefh, in the tribe of Zebulun, and on the confines of IGichar 


and. Na hthalive- it Afb ONS ee ioe. its a be 
Yi ri eee inthe aD ih ES ag? n country, ¢ hel te 
Valey of aie oF the Grea Tofeyh ph ag 
of t ee ntain } heh in circumference rs 
7 rnae st i aa hie area is fala be ra trees on all 
parts, exce one aor from whence there is the moft agrécable 
hin Tabds is’ ito’ Mount! Hermon, and 
the wou 12) puts thefe two mountains in oppoli« 

oa > BR. 88; 
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Many of the articles are about twice as long as thefe, and 
forme much fhorter. It is a book which fhould be given to all 
children with their Bibie or Teftament. 


Art. 30. The Duties.of the Clerical Profeffion, feleBed from va~ 

gious Authors, and elucidated with Notés, on Sérmons, Preachin 
St. Paal’s Charge to Timothy, Sin, Example, Infidelity, Unbe- 
livvers, Credit of a Clergyman, Holine/s, Family Prayer, a 
Chriftian, Diffenter:, Salwation, Sc. samo, 166 pp, 3% 
Crofby andCo. 1810. 


This is almoft entirely a compilation, but it js a judicious, 
and very ufeful fele¢tion, taken principally from good authors of 
the eitablifhed Church, but occafionally from eminent diffenters, 
‘The jntroduCtion 1s apparently original, and itis very fenfible, 
We will take from it the Jift of qualifications, which the author 
eonfiders as neceffary to the charatter of a good minifter, omit- 
ting his comments upon each, which however are alfo very 

ood. 
‘© 1, Minifters ought to be found asto their principles ; 2. mild 
and affable in their difpofitions and deportment ; 3. fuperior as ta 
their knowledge and talents; 4. diligent in their ftudies; 5. ex- 
tenfively candid and benevolert ; 6. zealous and faithful in the 
difcharge'of their public work ; 7. uniform as to their conduét,’* 

It is not to be doubted that thefe are excellent qualifications, 
and the author bears a juft teftimony that there are many who 
poffefs them. He declares himfelf a “ fearcher of truth,’® with. 
out bigotry, but profeffes a defire to be fet right, if in any wi | 
he has advanced or cited erroneous doétrine. He has. fubjoi 
hotes to the paflages cited, which in general are good; nor do 
we fee any neceflity for controverting any of the opinions which 
he has brought forward. There is not perhaps a more nfeful and 
excellent’ citation in'the whole traét, than that’ which he has 
taken from Hartley, (a phyfician, as he adds, with a note of ad- 
miration) on the fubjeét of falvation in general. It is well 
guarded again the errors of enthufiafts on’ the one hand, and 
thofe of lax or imperfect doétrines on ‘the other, 


Aart. 31. Pious Selefions from the Works of Thomas 2 Kempit, 
Dr. Doddridge, Mifs Bowdler, Sir F. Stoneboufe, Bifbop Sherlock, 
Mrs. Burnett, Se. ec, by Mifs Marfoall, Tranflator of Ex. 
tras from Fonelon. itete Englifo. 8vo. 5s. 6d. Hatchard. 


18.12. 


When we have faid that thefe Seletions are judicioufly made, 
and that the whole forms an interefting volume, which cannot be 
verufed without confolation and advantage :—perhaps we hall 
mve done all that the cafe juftifies, or the author expe&s. The 
by our holy 

religion, 


fubje&s. are the moft important ‘obligations enforced 
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religion, and involving the t tranquillity and future , 
nig soaring pi sii ‘eas 


Art. 32: Letters addreffed to the Editor of the Tyne Mercury, on 
the Annual Subfeription for the Sons of the Clergy. By William 
Burder, $vo. 18.64. Longman. 1811, 


Mr, Barder feems to be in a great paflion,with the clergymen 
of the diocefe for uniting their benevolent exertions towards the 
affiftance of their poorer brethren :—but little attention, however, 
feems due to a writer who confeffes, in his firft pages, ‘‘ that 
he feldom revifes what he has written.’’ His arguments feem to 
claim no very ferious examination, for he boldly afferts at ran~ 
dom, that whenever the clergy are rich and. powerful they trouble 
themfelves very little about the private concerns of the laity, 
This happens to be particularly contrary to fact in the place where 
jt.is afferted, as the venerable Bifhop of Durham is pre-eminently 
diftinguifhed for his kind and benevolent attentign to the poor of 
every denomination, | t 


MISCELLANIES, 


Aart. 33. The Happy Briton; or his Country's Friend; /bewing 
the fuperior Advautage of being a Subje@ of this Country, with a 
ew Hints to the People of North America, and a Defcription of the 
wery fatal Earthquake at Caracca in South America: te which is 
annexed, the Siege and Surrender of Badajoz, vo. 18, 
Sherwood, 1812, , 


We like the principles and profe of this Happy Briton fo much 
better than his Poetry, that out of refpett to the firft, we thall 
introduce no example of the latter, 


Art. 34. A Series of RefleGions on the Satred Oratorio of the 
Mefiah ; canfifting of thofe fele& Paffages of Scripture, which form 
the Subje@ of that celebrated Compofttion. Accompanied with 
Soort ex Remarks and Illuftrations. Chiefly compiled from a 
larger Work on the fame Subje@?, ByaLady, 12mo.~ 18Q pp, 
Hatchard. 1812, | ) ' 


‘¢ Of all the much-admired mufical compofitions of that great 
mafter, Handel, the Sacred Oratorio of Tue Messtan is sage 
rally confidered as the moft fublime and impreffive. It is heard 
by all who are fi ible of the powers of mufic, with increafing 
reverence and delight; infomuch that.a decided preference for 
this performance is ftill found to prevail, undiminifhed by the 
fluctuations of fafhion, or the frequency of repetition,’’ Preface. 
The author proceeds to-explain- the defign and execution: of og 
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work ; and bas done this fo cleasly, that ne syreat de better 


than place her own words before our readers. 

RefleBions on this celebrated compofition, are offered with a view 
#0 clucidace. the /éu/e, and to impart a tafke aod selith -for- the 
quords of the Oratorio, by briéfly commenting’ on ‘the feries of 
fublime and well felected paflages of Scripture, of which it cen. 
fifts. To originality, either in the.defign or the execution of the 
following work, the author is confcious that the muft not 
élaim. ‘Shortly after the grand mufical performances in Wen 
minfter Abbey, in commemoration of Handel, a mach larger 
work, containing a Series of Difeourfes, in two volumes, oftavo, 
On the 'Fexts of Mrsstan, as fele&ted in this Oratorio, was’ pob- 
lithéd by the Rev. Mr. Newton, Reétor of St. Mary Woolnoth 
Lotdon. From that work, the plan, and the far greater part oP 
the fubitance, of the prefent compilation is taken. “Care has been 
obferved, however, to ayoid any peculiarities refpefting certain 
controveried points of dottrine; and the liberty has been alfo 
ufed of altering’ any expreffions that occurred, fo as to adapt them 
to the purpofe in view, which is fimply that of exciting “fuck 
feelings ag are generally effential to the Chriftian chara¢ter.’* - 
We may fafely recommend thefe Reflections, as likely to afford 
benefit and pleafure not only to the hearers of the performance, 
but to all who fhall read and meditate on the /en/e of this ad. 
mirable Osatorio, = ye ss 3 


nt- 35, Hore Sinice: Tranflations from the popular Literasure 
Are ty bing By the Rew. Reberi Morrifou, : dint My | 


frouary qt Cayton, 8vo, 35. Black and Parry. 1812. 

We are informed that this Book contains a-felection froin thofe 

hich are mo generally read by the Chinefe, and regarded; by 
tha Bs Thay the’ elements both of morals and a li ~ a Wa 
ledge. As the authenticity of the work is guaranteed, we have 
no fcruple in exhibiting a fpecimen, We take one from the vf 
me is called San Ts: Kine, and is an elementary hook for 

aren, 

‘© In the beginning of Man his nature is good. The:operation 
of nature is immediate,—of Cuftom remote, 

' “That father is guilty of a crime who merely feeds his.chil- 
dren but does not teach them. 

‘* Hiang, at nine years of age, in the exercife of filial piety, 
warmed the couch of his aged father, and thereby manifelted a 
knowledge of that which is proper.’’ 2 Ws 

The fecond Tra@ is named Ta Hio, The great Science; 
the third is an account of For; the fourth an extra& from. thé 
Ho Krane; the fifth is an account of the fe Tao Iau; the 
fixth is a diffuafive from feeding on beef :—this is facetioufly 
delivered under the perfon of an ox. The following is part of it ; 
after recapitulating his ufes in youth, the poor cx proceeds to 


fay, 
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and.grand children muft ule elk 1 am fully perfuade 
after mature confideration, that ne wicked perfons who kill the 
oxen, will in the next world be transformed each of them ipto ag 
ox like me.’’ 

The influence of the, ee popular: prodnign 3 is fo great, that 
it is faid not one Chinefe-in twenty willeat beef. Some {pecimens 
of epiftolary correfpondence fucceed, of which we fubjoin one. 

«* Ten days have elapfed fince I had the privilege of liftening 
to your able inftructions,> Brel was awages I found my heart 
filled. and choked with noxious weeds, Perhaps I thall have to 
thank you for favourin ng me with an epifile, i in Phich:d know your 
words ‘will flow limpid as the ftreams of pure water. ‘Then fhall 
I inftantly fee the nature of things, and haye my heart opened to 
undérftand.’?" 7 

*Thivis'a curious and interefting tract, We learn, with much 
fatisfaCtion; that” the Be cee! who’ has refided: five: year’ at 
Macao aiid Canton, is well verfed in the oral: and fh lan- 
guage of China, arid is employed i in — a correct verfion of 

thé Holy’ Scriptures into ‘the Chit ainguage. He has already: 
publithed the Aéts of the Apoftles de the Gofpel of St. Luke, 
and @s Proceeding in the remain beaks of . the: New in word 


men t. 


Axr. 36. Letters on ieee age or the Canfes of Matrimonial 
Infidelity, and on the reciprocal Relations of the Sexes. © By 
Henry Thomas Kitchener, 2 vols. 12mo. p. 168. Cornel, 
1842, . Ne 
We are aoe inclined to queftion the good intentions of this 

moral phyfician, tut the ingredients of which his prefcription 

= compofed, are fo very offenfive to our palates, that we cannot 

_any means undertake to recommend his, agate to our 

eae: y 


Art. 3 7. efentations of a Se Vafe, inthe P fies | 
Tathew, Rerigtetes a ly del ah sie y mend 
able Frederich, Earl of Reipetel -G, Be. Be. ) 

This very elegant brochure is not, we believe, to ; be obesines 
ut 
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fot by private interpofition. It exhibits reprefentations of 2 
Greek vafe, purchafed by Mr. Tatham at a public fale in this 
country ; and from the allegorical figutes, of which defigns are 
here given, it is a fubject of peculiar intereft. Mr. Chriftie, whofe 
ingenuity and learning require not our praife, has made an obfer. 
vation upon this Vafe, which is peculiarly deferving of attention. 
It has been ufually obferved and fuppofed, that the figure of the 
Lotus fo often introduced in thefe Vafes, was the Nymphza Lo. 
tus, of Egypt; whereas, after careful examination, and with the 
aid of Profper Atpin, and Wildenow’s Edition of the Species Plan. 
tarum of Linnzus, Mr. Chriftie has found that the plant here de. 
lineated is, the Nelumbium Speciofum of Perfia, India, and China; 
and from thence infers, that the Grecian myfteries and fcience were 
not aiken from Egypt, but north about from the weftern paris: 
of Afia. 

There are other remarks of Mr. Chriftie indicative of great’ 
acutenefs ind learning, and the whole forms a moft elegant and in. 
terefting tra&t, for which the friends of Mr. Tatham have reafon 
to be exceedingly thankfpl. | 


Art. 38. Definitions of fome of the Terms made Uf of im Geoe 
graphy and Aftronomy, intended for Learners to imprefs on their 
Memories by tranferibing. By Fobn Hilgkin. 4to. 28. Gd. 
Darton and Harvey, 1812. 


We are of opinion that it is neither ungentlemanlike nor un. . 
claffical, to write a good hand, Our printers may not perhaps 
think ys quite in earneft when we make the declaration, but we 
scnodilillen and approve the principle, if we do not confirm it 
by our practice, We think this Manual by Mr. Hodgkin v 
convenient and ufeful, and werthy of being adopted in: the ow 4 | 
tefpeCtable grammar fchools. ' ! 

t commences with a beautiful fpecimen of the characters of. 
the Greek alphabet, and in the fac fimile of a remarkably neat 
hand, deftnes the principal terms in geography and aftronomy, 
the copying of whieh by pupils muft he attended with a. double 
advantage, ae 


Art. 39. Specimens of Greck Penmanfoip, with DireGims for 
forming the Chara&ers, according to the Methods athpted by the 
late "Brofefor Forfex, and by Dr. Thomas Young. | By Joba 
Hodgkin. ~ 40a. George Nicol, 1842. ; 


This trac alfo has our unqualified approbation, and we think 
it may be very ufefully put jnto the hands of young perfons. 
Very plain and eafy directions are given for writing the Greek 
charaéters, and what will be confidered as no inconfiderable re- 
commendation, they have obtained the approbation of Dr, Charles 
Barney, a 
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‘The fmall Greek letters in the firft-plate are copied from a 
fpecimen given to the author by Mr. Porfon. The third alphabet 
in the fecond plate is formed from a copy by Dr. Young. 


Oa . 





MONTHLY LIST OF PUBLICATIONS, 


DIVINITY. 

“Phe Hiftory of the Waldenfes, connected with » Sketch of the Chriftian 
Church, from the Birth of Chrift to the Eighteenth Century. By Williaa 
Jones. Svo. 14s, 

Joy.in Heaven. A Sermon preached before the Governors of the London 
Female Penitentiary, at the Parith Church of St. Antholine’s, Watling-freet, 
art May 8, 1812, By the Rev. Thomas Scott, Rector ef Athtun, Sandford, 

s. is ’ 

Portraiture of the Roman Catholic Religion : or, an unprejudiced Sketch 
of the Hittory, Doétrine, Opinions, Dilcipline, and prefent State of Catho- 
licifm : with an Appendix, containing a Summary of the Laws now in Force” 
againft Englifh and Irith Catholics. By the Rev. J. Nightingale. 8v0. ‘6s. 

A Vindication of the Eternal Law and Everlafting Golpel. In Two Parts. 
By John Beart, Paftor of a Church of Chrit, in Bury, Suffolk..12mo. 35. 6d, 

A Charge delivered to the Clergy ofthe Diocefe of Lincoln, in May, June, 
and July, 1812, in which the Claims of the Roman Catholics are difcuiled, By- 
George Tomline, D:D. F.R:S Lord Bihop of Lincoln.  @s. 6d. 

. Au Examination of the Cafe.of the Penitent on the Crofs; and of the {nfer- 
ences frow it: a Sermon lately preached before the Univerfity of Cambridge. 
By William Cooper, B.D. of Weft Raten and Wadingham, &c. 1s, 6d. 

A Letter to the Rev. John Thayer, formerly, as he fays, a Proteftant Minil- 
ter, but now a Roman Catholic Prieft: being an, Examination of the Traci, 
pe ee rf his Converfion. ' By ad Officer in the HHenaty 3s. el 

- Lupofition, the Support of Religious’ Impotiure and Herefy, an 
Enemy of Reveaied ‘truth; a Sermon, preached before, the Congregation of 
Protettant Diffenters, at Harlow, in Effex. By Benjamin Pean Severm . 1s, 

Ecclefiaftical Refearches ; or Philo and Jofephus proved to be Hiftorians 
and Apologitts of Chrifi, of his Followers, and of the Gofpel, By John Jones, 
éuthor of the Greek and Latin Grammats. 8ve. 1%. —. Va be 

Two Sermons, in Behalf of the Britith and Foreign Bible Society, | 
at om James's Church, Bath, by the Rev. Richurd Warner, Curate of that Pu- 
Tih. 4s, 

Objeétions of a Churchman te uniting with the Bible Society: including a. 
Reply to the Arguments advanced in Favoar of that Affociation, By the Rey, 
Frederic Nolan, e Pretbyter of the United Church. 2s. tbs 

HISTORY.—-TOPOG Rar ity. snes ; 

The Pidture of Plymouth: being a corre¢t Guide to the public Eftablith- 
macnts, &c, and remarkable Objed&s in the Towns. of Plymouth, Piymowth 
Dock, &c. 5s. ' «2 beg 

Aa Account of Ba Iiands of Vinee ad and South Rage -againtt 
which the Expediidn proceeded in 1809, defctibing the different Qperatigus 
ot his Majeft rom during the Siege of Fluthiug, and ‘coutainiog Obferva - 
tions on the Character, Cuftoms, Religion wnd .Commerce of the |nbabitants. 
By Geerge Hargrave, jun. Member of the Royal College of Surgeons. . Lon- 
dun. dito. 15s. a4 ; : i "sd 
BS. of Rufie,;Polend, Sweden, Denmark, ang. Prafia, By. Williem 

vor, . 4s. ; ae 

Hittory of Portugal and Spain, from the eatliett Periods to the prefent 
Time. Hy William Mavor,L.L.D. 4s. 6d. vig ; ; 

A tive of the Caw of. the Loyal Lufitanian Legion, ander B. 
Gen. Sir R. Wilfon, K.M.T.and K.T.S. By Coloueh Mayne, KA. v0, 9s, 

A Commercial View and Geographical Sketch of the Braiils. in South Ame- 

| . fan 


Ae pnts ee pees beim nema ate 


- hue CNN cme 
AO A ree lp, 


ee eee 





288? ) Monthly Lift of Pablicittons. 
rica,and of the Ia land , of 2a by T. i, Eig. who, avelied the Ca 


nent of América feveral. Yeats. 


A ie ferapgi 
BING RsPUT. 


Memairs of the late Rev. Theophilus Lindiay, M.A. By Times Beltham. 
Svo. 14s, 
;Mrggats 


Remarks oa Baths. W, ‘iter, Shitunter Ss ‘ifobing ite thie and: 
Vapour Baths, By M.'L. Bfte, Eig, . 3s, 


A, PraGical Treatileonthe vf Nt pe 
Calf: ant alfo on the Ditonto uf ¢ ihe ane i 
proved Method of Treatment. tye wire Ss mi fey 


il. 1s. and, coloured, 11. 14s. Gd... 


“t Pray i.¥¥ 

sjaki Retieg gn the State and euaion of of Apothecary jes, ees 

thein. C$ mere: tr mors. beara, iy, 

Mian ed to. Puarmacopola \ ews y ac Surgeon. ds Odict - gust 
_ Praftical Obfervations on the eg ie ty or Exe ‘en at el 3 SW 

the Defcription of «nev, Operation for the Cure ol, aff )8 Modes. 

of forming @n,artificial Pupil,agd on Catagach,..By W Vilage dams, 

of the —— ane of Surgeons ates “i a” aie 






The Tie dt Large, of Withisci th atid nis Aneta, George Scot; etd 
Three Yites's,; Jo f Bator ps Efltheth Chidlow, for Forge abe 
Coinmg, at the Stafford Summer Alliies, 1812, before Mr. Juttice Le lanic. 

is. 6d. 

The Law OfLibel. To'which is jrehxed'a gétieral Hittory of this Baw in'the. 
ancient Codes) and ofits Introduction, and fucceffive Alteretisnitn thie ‘Law of? 
Euglantl, By Prancis Ludlow Holt, Bey. of the Middle Yemplé, Barrifter at. 
Law. 8vd. 10s. 6d: 
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POLITICS. | 


An Addrefs of the Members of the Houle of the Repretiatatives ofthe. Qane 
grets of thie United States, to their Conttituents, oa the Subject of War witli’ 
Great Britain. & 

Copy of a Letter addreffed to the Right Hon. the Chancellér of the Exclie- 
quér ; and the Subftance of a Speech of Mr. Joféph Hume, onthe Third Reads: 

fthe Bill, Friday, July 21,1812 for preventing — ‘Abules iu the. 
Frise Work Knitting Manufactory, &e. 18. 6d," 

[nilaence of Prerogative? Being an Atcempt. to scmove. certain. p pular 
Milcenceptions, refpecting the State of the Britith Conftitution and nn 
ufeitt; By Horace Twifs, Efq: Barrifter at Law. 8vo. 46. 

A Serious Cal to a el of Great Britain, .on the appreaching Dios: 
lution of Parliament, with brief Remarks on the Conduét of the prefeiut Houfe. 
of Commons, on the moft important Subjects which have come before them. 


7 6d. 
és in Parliament of the Right Hon, William W intdieain, sta.which ac 
plac xed fome Account of his Life. By Thomas Amyot, Efy. 5 vole Bv0,. 


A. Letiet th a Fiiénd Abroad on recent Occurrences in England. ‘Mis eeutig 
Qieftions Anfwered, reélative'to the late Conduct of dome Meubers.of. the. 
> the his Wellefley’s Speech, and. the Cathélic Einancipations: 
n Ball; Ely. M.P. Coafuntgtin’ On Oracle Oo ag 2s... 6d. ) ui 
a spdeah oo" to the Electors of the United Kingdom, but in artiqular tb thofe» 
of Briftol and Ba upon thé Situation ofthe Counfty. ByC. H. sma 
Solicitor. 1s. 
€ Refourtés’of Raffia'in thé Event ofa War with Frange; aiid an heat: 
Ration of the prevailing Opinion relativero the pdlitical and mBitary Conduct 
of thé Coiirt of St. es ge FI with a thdrt Deferiptioa of the Cozaks. By 
M. Eutts vé, Rutiah Con al at’ Boftén. «2%. 6d. 
OBtervations on the-Diftirbances in the’ Madras Army: By Jolin Maléola, 
Lieut.-Col, ofthe Eaft India Company’s Madras Army. 8v0." 6s. ~ 
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ACKNOWLEDGMENTS TO CARVED an Ts. of 


powray, 

Batter Pair, in Six Cundde. 19mo, . 4s, cnt boone , 

Enchitidion aay or the Brreeney? | Guide: in Two Parts: Part 2" 
The Art of getting u rmons. — 8yo. 

The Widower.” Bra Seveit Baits. tie ok 
Turning Out: er, Saint —'s an U prber: By Peter Pindar, jun. 
1s. 6d. 

Aw Heroic Addrels fo Ol4 Drury from a New Renter, 4toy ts 6d. 


Tales in Verse, bhe, LiLsB. Byo, 12s. 
Simple Mintirelty.” Be Ale: sae a 


NOVELK 
Sitv aor the Gipt 4 vols. . 11, 18,» os ele oct, i 
Anite rs : ptt ," Great Matter. Re Henrietta Roaviere 
Moffe. 4 vols. b. Th 9s ‘ 


Old Times aud qeire Po pee and hiv Protegée) 4evilsi 21. 2s, 
‘fhe Vingictive Spirit, By Mrs, Bridget Bluemantle, @ vols, 2. Iss 
Laura Blundell and her Father. 3 vols, 15s. 
MISCELLAN TES. 
‘The New Art of Memory, founded (ie PrMdciptes pe bs M. Grego 


Yoo \Feinagle; t@ w is'prefixed forthe. ye foo of | 
Artificial, Meno Pore rliekt P. ° the p it ine wie sors 

aoe af dnd Mileciiancons eve cabs ali iy Serre 5 \ Gite 
dénitig, piety With Calehdars of. Flora vee, England 
aud Steins n. By Colonel James va bo 

An Invitation to ikke iowa Cou 0 axe to the iio of tet 
from the Fruits of their own iy, ob apt ah not bithets ed. 
Wortlingto:t, MD. 

Outlines of a New tindenial Theory : being Attempt to nara! 


Gravitation ric are the {ole fes of ev omenen in 
witli a wetical A ed to Vegetation 1g aoe 
Fig. Land Su , Ye 


di Por fou ‘aaverliden Nelda Rmébditiones ay 
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An Ufeful Com iust.of 
and general Knowle ee igleseapay in ‘plain gions Diphe 
By the Rev 2B Tbomas bomas Wain. Bvo. 6s. aay 
a- 
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Potidéret ; a Series of Effays) Biographical, Litetar ys, Moral, and 


cols ee ythe Rew, Joliti Evans, Taller of ie Academy, Lowet Park 
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS TO’ CORRESPONDENTS. 
We have received, from a°Correfpondent without 
ture, a Critique on Lerd Byron’s Poem of Childe Harelde. 
We have many powerful reafons for not p ee 
mous critiques: bat, in the prefent inftance, t pera Be 
bution came alfo too late. Our “Critique on chat’ Poem’ wis 
printed in May lait (P- 4 478). Our Cortefpondént répte- 


hends the’ irreligious entimerits of che Poet, Which we alfo’ 
wtntionéd with cenfure and regrét (p- 480): we ‘pda, 
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have dwelt more upon them, had we not already feen thent 
well expofed in an able publication.. We ‘hope: and -truft, 
that the ingenious author is young enough to correé his 
very falfe opinions on that moft important fubjet. The 
critique will: be retarned, if defireds ig es ve : 


itn 


LITERARY INTELLIGENCE, - 


A new work on the Prophecies, by the Rev. Frederick 
Thrufton, in. two o€tavo volumes, entitled, England Safe und 
Triumphant, or Refearches into the Apocalyptic little Book, &c. 
will be publifhed in Oétober. 

Dr. Cogs’ firt volume of Theological Difquifitions, which 
treat of the charaéteriftic excellencies of the Jewifh difpen- 
fation; will appear in November. : 

n oftavo volume is in the Prefs, entitled, Strong Reafans 
rejecting the Roman Catholic Claims; and inconteftible 
Proofs, that the Popifh Religion is the fame now as it ever was, 
decidedly hoftile to the Proteftants. ‘i 

Nine Original Sermons by the late Dr. Watts; which’ have 
never appeared, will be publifhed fhortly by Dr, P. Smith, 
of Homerton. — : ‘ 

_ Mefirs. Lengman,. and Co. have nearly ready for publica. 
tion, Engravings from Specimens of Morbid Paris, preferved 
in Mr. Charles Bell's colle&tion, Windmill Street. The work 
will be publithed in four Fafciculi of ten plates each in folio, 

The fir number of Dr. Farre’s Morbid Anatomy “of the 
Liver, will appear in the courfe of next month... The work 
will be in atlas quarto, illuftrated by highly finifhed ¢oloured 
engravings. ke | : 

la edition of Sir George Stuart. Mackenzie's Travels 
in Iceland is in confiderable forwardnefs. . . 

The Travels of Profeffor Lichtenftein, in Southern Africa, 
during the years 1803, 4, 5, and 6, are nearly ready for pub- 
lication are’ tranflating from the German, «by inne 
Plumptre, and will form one volume in quarto, accompanied 
by engravings from drawings taken on the fpot. : 

A fecond ‘edition of Mi/s Burney’s Traits of: Nature, and 
alfu of ber Geraldine Fauconberg, will be publifhed in a few 
days. 

The fifth edition of Mr. Davis’s Treatife on Land Survey- 
ing, improved and enlarged, with nine large plates and a por- 
trait of the author, is in the prefs, | Pee! - 

_ We hear with fatisfaftion of a new periodical publica- 
tion, to be entitled #he Proteflant Advocate, on a plan well 
calculated to open the eyes of our countrymen to the prefiing 
dangers which now threaten-the Proveftant interelt. — ~ 
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